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So the bill was passed. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the Senate biil to 
regulate the exercise of the ap rellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes, reported the 
same, with the following amendment: 


«And be it further enacted, That in all cases pending in 
any of the superior courts of said Territory of Florida, or 


in the Court of Appeals of said Territory, on the 3d day |! 
of March, 1845, and not legally transferred to the State | 


courts of the State of Florida, and which said territorial 
courts continue to hold cognizance of, or proceeded to deter- 
mine after said day, or which are claimed to have been 


pending therein as courts of the United States; and in all || 


eases of Federal character and jurisdiction commenced in 
said territorial courts after said day, andin which judgments 
or decrees were rendered, or which are claimed to have been 


since pending therein, the records and proceedings thereof, | 
and the judgments or decrees therein, are hereby transferred || 
to the district courts of the United States for the District of | 
Florida ; and writs of error and appeals may be taken by either | 
party to remove the judgments or decrees that have been I 


made or may be rendered in such cases into the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court may 
hear and decide such cases on such writ of error or appeal, 
and issue its mandate to said district court: Provided, how- 
ever, That such writ of error or appeal shall be taken within 
one year from the passage of this act, or one year from the 
rendition of such judgment or decree hereafter rendered : 
And provided, also, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued as affirming or disafiirming the jurisdiction, power, 
or authority of the territorial judges to proceed in or try or 
determine such cases after the 3d of March, 1845, but the 
same may be referred to said Supreme Court tor decision in 
all cases of writs of error or appeal.’? 


Mr. R. asked that the amendment be engrossed, 
and that the bill be read a third time. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. RATHBUN, 
G. DAVIS, and BROCKENBROUGH, 


The question was put on agreeing to the amend- | 


ment, and decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, made a report, in pursuance of the resolu- | 


tion of the House of the 27th of January last, re- 


lating to the Smithsonian Institution; which report | 


was laid on the table. 

Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, to which was referred 
the bill from the Senate for the relief of the heirs 


of Crocker Sampson, deceased, reported the same | 


without amendment. The bill was committed. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Triplett, of Missouri. The bill was read a 
first and second time, and committed. 

Mr. MORSE, notice having been heretofore 
given, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
authorizing the appointment of an additional judge 
of the district court for the State of Louisiana. 
Read and referred. 


Mr. JOHN G. CHAPMAN, notice having been | 
given, asked and ebtained leave to introduce a bill | 


to authorize the serving of subpenas from the 
courts of Maryland within the District of Colum- 
bia in criminal cases. Read and referred. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, reported sundry amendments 
to the Senate’s amendments to the Indian appro- 
priation bill; which were committed. 

Mr. CARROLL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the joint resolution of thanks 
to General Taylor, the officers and men under his 


of Monterey, reported the same with the recom- 
mendation that the House concur with the Senate 
in their said amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate consists of the 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


| quested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be communi- 
|, cated to General Taylor, and through him to the army under 
| his command. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to amend the 
amendment of the Senate, (viz: the first resolu- 
|| tion,) by adding thereto the following: 


“Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
|| quested to cause gold medals to be struck, with suitable 
|} emblems and devices, and presented to Major General But- 
ler, Major General Henderson, and to Brigadier General 
Twiggs, Brigadier General Worth, and Brigadier General 
|| Quitman, in testimony of the high sense entertained by Con- 
| gress of their gallantry and good conduct in storming Monte 
j} rey- 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
|| requested to present a gold medal, with like emblems and 
|| devices, to the nearest male relative of Brigadier General 
|| Hamer, and to communicate to him the deep regret which 
Congress feels for the loss of a gallant man, whose name 
ought to live in the revollection and affection of a grateful 
| country.” 


| 
i} 
{ 


|| the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Tuompson,] it proposed to give medals as an 


|| evidence of honorable distinction only to brigadier | 
| generals of the army and volunteer force who were | 
|| present at the storming of Monterey. Now, (re- | 
|| marked Mr. C.) the State of Tennessee was not || 


|| fortunate enough to have a brigadier general in that 


|| engagement, but that State and the country was | 
|| very fortunate in having a gallant regiment of Ten- | 


|| Nesseeans present at this brilliant military exploit, 
|| commanded by a colonel, [William B. Campbell. ] 
|| And as this regiment of volunteers and their gal- 
|| lant commander had rendered most distinguished 
|| Services on that memorable occasion, he would 
|} move to insert the name of Colonel! William B. 
|| Campbell in the amendment of the gentleman from 
'| Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER observed, as this would be an 
amendment in the third degree, it would not be in 
|| order. 

Mr. CROZIER resumed. Well, sir, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi has the power to agree to 
the amendment I propose, and I hope he will do 

so. 
| Mr. THOMPSON rose and said: With the gen- 





i 
| 
| 
| 


| stop. 
tleman’s question, I think, very satisfactorily to 


| Does the gentleman intend by his amendment to 
| ed to be present at this engagement, or does he in- 
tend to confer it as an evidence of distinguished ser- 
vices? If the former was the motive, then the 


medal had very little virtue about it; but if the latter 
|| was the intention of the measure, then he contend- 


| this honorable distinction than some of the briga- 
|| dier generals mentioned in the gentleman’s amend- 








heroism that they had earned for themselves the 
appellation which had been given them of the 
** Heroes of Monterey.’’? Now, sir, I desire (said 
Mr. C.) that the legislative history of the country 
shall conform to the facts of the case, and bestow 
rewards of merit where they were most deserved. 





| the gallant manner in which her sons had acted on 
| this field of battle, which was so honorable to the 


Mr. CROZIER observed, that if he understood | 


\) tleman’s permission, he would ask him one ques- 1 
tion: Was it the gentleman’s intention to give all | 
the officers present at Monterey medals? If he in- | 
cluded colonels, he did not know where they would | 

Mr. CROZIER resumed. I can answer the gen- | 
every reasonable man, by asking him another: | 


| confer a medal on a certain grade of officers, that | 
of brigadier generals, merely because they happen- | 


ed that Colonel Campbell was more deserving of 


ment. This brave commander and his gallant regi- | 
ment of Tennesseeans had behaved with so much || 


|The State of Tennessee had reason to be proud of , 


previous question; which was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; which main question 
was on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Jacos 
Tuomprson. 

After some inquiries by Mr. A. JOHNSON and 
Mr. FARAN, the guestion was taken by yeas and 
| nays as follows: Yeas 131, nays 21. 

_ The question now recurred on agreeing to the 

Senate’s amendment as amended. : 

The reading of the resolution as amended was 
called for. It was read, 
| Mr. CARROLL observed that it had not evi- 
| dently been the intention of the gentleman from 
| Mississippi that the resolution of thanks and me- 
dals to the other generals should come first, and 
that to General Taylor follow afterward; this would 
wear the appearance of an insult to the general 
first in command. Could not this be obviated by 
changing the order of the resolutions ? 

The CHAIR said that the second resolution 
of the House having been concurred in by the 
Senate, it could not now be amended; and there- 
fore the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Mississippi must attach itself to the first resolu- 
tion and become a part of it. 

Mr. COCKE inquired whether the mover of the 
amendment had not expressly proposed that his 
amendment should come in * after the second reso- 
lution ?”? 

The CHAIR said that it was immaterial where 
the gentleman had desired it to tome in: it must 
come in where alone it would be in order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS inquired whether a vote of 
two-thirds would not avail to alter the order of the 
resolutions? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. CARROLL then inquired whether the Sen- 
| ate’s amendment could not be recommitted, and 
let the resolutions be reported back in their proper 
| order? Could not this be done by the unanimous 
‘| consent of the Honse? 

Objections were made in several quarters. 

Mr. SCHENCK, with a view to get out of the 
difficulty, moved to reconsider the vote of concur- 
| rence, but he afterwards withdrew the motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that, after the 
resolution as amended should be adopted, the 
House could not reconsider and recommtt. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired whether, 
if the resolution should be recommitted, it would 
not be in order to amend the resolution which had 
been agreed to by the Senate? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. GENTRY inquired whether this could not 
be done by means of a committee of conference? 

The CHAIR said it would require the action of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CARROLL inquired whether it would be 
in order to direct the engrossing elerk, when en- 
grossing the resolution as amended, to transpose 
the order of the resolutions so as to allow that 
which voted a medal to General Taylor to precede 
the others? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. SCHENCK renewed his motion to recon- 
sider; but did not press it. 
|| Mr. EWING, of Tennessee, suggested to Mr. 
|| Cocke to withdraw his call for the yeas and nays, 
so that the entry might appear on the Journal that 
the vote of thanks passed unanimously. 

Mr. COCKE thereupon withdrew his call for 
the yeas and nays. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
Senate’s amendment as amended, it passed in the 
affirmative. 


1} 


whole army. Colonel Campball was the officer of || So the entire resolutions of thanks were agreed 


substitution of the first of the following resolves || highest grade from Tennessee in that engagement, | to. 


for that which was passed by the House, viz: 


Resolved, That the thanks of Congress are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to Major General Zachary Taylor, his offi- 
cers, and men, for the fortitude, skill, enterprise, and cour- 
age, which distinguished the late brilliant military operations 
at Monterey. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be 
Struck agold medal, with devices emblematical of thissplen- 
did achievement, and presented to General Taylor as a tes- 
timony of the high sense entertained by Congress for his 
Jadicious and distinguished conduct on that memorable oc- 
casion. 


| 
command, for their conduct in storming the city | 
| 


regiment he commanded, and to the services of the || grossing clerk could not be directed to transpose 
gallant commander himself, that he should not be | 
overlooked while others who had not rendered any | 
distinguished service were to be rewarded. If the | 
gentleman refuses to agree to my proposition I | 
shall feel bound to vote against his amendment, should not act, where will we be then? : 

After some conversation between Messrs. JA- || The amendment of the Senate to the resolution, 
COB THOMPSON, G. 8S. HOUSTON, BURT, 1 as amended by Mr. Tuomrson’s amendment, was 
and GORDON, the latter gentleman moved the |! then concurred in. 


| 
and he considered it due to his State, due to the | Mr. CARROLL again inquired whether the en- 


the resolutions? 
The CHAIR said, not until the Senate should 
have acted. : 

Mr. CARROLL. And suppose the Senate 
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Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committtee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, asked to be discharged from the con- 
sideration of —, and that it be laid on the 
table. ; 

Mr. NIVEN, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill to regulate inlistments in the army, naw, 
and marine corps; which bill was read a first and 
second time, and committed. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Titian R. 
Peale; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed, 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill providing for the appointment of an 
addiuonal number of assistant surgeons in the 
navy; which bill was read a firat and second ume, 
and committed, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the Senate bill for the relief of Joseph 
Wilson, reported the same without amendmeut. 
The inil was committed. 

Also, from the same commitiee, to which was 
referred the Senate bill for the relief of Thomas 
Brownell, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the bill be put on its 
massage, 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to commit it; 
which motion was disagreed to. 

The bill was then read the third time and pass- 
ed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, report- 
ed a hill for the relief of Thomas Ap C. Jones; 
which was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted, 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution for the relief of J. Mel- 
ville Gilliss. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the re- 
lief of Edwin Quinn. 

Which resolution and bill were read a first and 
second time, and committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was read 
and laid over one day, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
report to this House whether a sale has been made, as here- 
totore anthorized by law, of the vessels and other property 
and effects of the navy of Texas, which were transferred to 
this Government under the articles of annexation; and if 


such sale has been made, in whole or in part, then to com- 
municate with his report copies of all instructions given by 





his department in relation thereto, and of all returns made | 


to the department on the subject; and that he also furnish a 
full statement of all the items sold, and the price paid for 
each; together with a full and accurate account of all the 
expenses and costs accruing in any and every way to this 
Government in receiving such transfer of the navy of Texas, 
and in preserving the same while in possession of and ma- 
king sale thereof. 


Mr. THOMAS B. KING, from the Committee 
ou Naval Affairs, — the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
cause surveys to be made of such places of the inland navi- 

ation between Savannah, Georgia, and St. John’s river, 
Fiorida, as may require improvement, so as to render more 
convenient and safe said navigation; and that he cause esti- 
mutes to be made of the necessary expenses thereof. 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING, from the 
same committee, to which was referred the bill for 
the benefit of sick and disabled seamen, reported 
an amendatory bill; which was committed. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING, | 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union was discharged from the consideration of | arose. 


the bill to grant certain privileges to the yachts be- 
longing to the members of the New York Yacht 


Club, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Foreign Af. | 


fairs, asked to be discharged from the considera- 
tion of memorials praying for the restoration of 
peace with Mexico, and that they be laid upon the 
table. ‘The committee was discharged. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, reported a joint resolution 
concerning the improvement of the Ilinois river 
by the Legislature of the State of Lilinois, 

Mr. 8. asked that the resolution be put on its 

seage; on which a debate arose, Messrs, VIN- 

ON, DOUGLASS, and others, participating; 
when— 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the resolution 
was committed. 

Mr. FRIES, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, to which was referred the bill to grant to 








improving the navigation of the Wabash river, 
reported the same without amendment. It was 
committed, 

Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill for the relief of Elisha H. Holmes; 
which bill was read a first and second time, and 
committed, 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL, from the Committee 
on Accounts, reported the following resolution: 
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ee 


| no petition for the payment of money out of i), 


| treasury could be presented to either House of 


‘| was applicable to all petitions for grants of mone 
i} . 5 ney 


Resolved, That the manuscript work embracing the public | 


accounts from the 4th of March, 1789, to 1829, purchased by 


order of the House, of Henry Eltiot at the last session of Con- | 


gress, and now in possession of the Clerk of this House, be | 


referred to the Register of the Treasury for examination, 
with a request that he will report to the House at the earii- 
est practicable moment whether the same be correct, and 


whether in his opinion it will be conducive to the public | 


interest that the same be printed. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHN P. MARTIN, from the Committee 


of members of Congress, and moved to commit the 
same to a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and that it be made the special order 


arree d to. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be 
encrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. MARTIN moved the previous question; 
and on dividing the House on the second, it ap- 
peared that a quorum was not present. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

On which motion the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

Mr. VINTON then withdrew the motion. 

The motion to adjourn was renewed; and, hav- 
ing prevailed, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, [ebruary 17, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and apnroved. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, showing the contracts made by the depart- 


miscellaneous claims; which was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 
MR. BARRY’S CASE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT said that a petition 


had been placed in his hands some days ago, which 


| he had been desired to present to the Senate, but 
which he had hesitated to present, being somewhat |! 


Parliament until the consent of the King in Couneil 


should be first obtained. Such consent was either 
to be signified by endorsement upon the petition by 
the Minister of the Crown, or else the decision was 
announced by those who had authority to do s» 
upon the presentation of the petition. This rule 
whether such petitions proceeded from a British 
subject or from a citizen of any other country. 
The rule was adopted as far back as the reivn 


| of Queen Anne; and it was intended to prevent 


that sort of combination for the purpose of pro- 
curing grants of money, which, on this side of the 
Atlantic, was commonly denominated * Jog-roj|. 
ing.’’? Gentlemen who had any fancy to examine 
into the authorities in regard to this matter would 


}| find them all arrayed in Hatzell’s Parliamentary 
on Mileage, reported a bill to regulate the mileage 


Practice. They would find that no man could 
petition Parliament for a grant of money without 
first having obtained the consent of the officers of 


| the Crown; and, further, that analien friend might 
of the day for Friday next; which motion was 


present a petition to Parliament for any purpose 
for which a subject of the realm might present one, 
This had been done repeatedly. 

Mr. DIX inquired of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether any distinction was taken between 
an alien residing in the country and one residing 
in a foreign country? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Not at all. 

Mr. DIX said the petitioner in this case, he be- 


lieved, was nota resident of the United States. At 


the last session he had himself presented a petition 
on behalf of Mr. Buchanan, formerly British Con- 
sul at the port of New York, who had performed 


' some service for the Government, for which he 


claimed compensation; and in consequence of some 
objections that were raised, the petition was after- 
wards withdrawn. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, however, after the withdrawal of the 


|| petition, made a report upon the subject, and com- 


'! reasonable that it should be so. 


| fleet in the Mediterranean. 


doubtful whether it could properly be_placed before | 


them, coming as it did froma British subject, (Mr. 
John A. Barry,) asking such legislative action as 
would extend the appellate jurisdiction of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to controversies 
as contradistineuished from cases at law and suits 
in equity. It was respectful in its language, and 


| pensation was made in that way. 


Mr. WEBSTER said he had known a great 
many petitions from foreigners—British subjects, 


f | Canadians and others; and he ventured to say that 
ment, and payments made for the discharge of || 


the practice was exactly as he had stated; and it was 
This Government 
was in the habit of making contracts with individ- 
uals abroad—as, for instance, for supplying the 
A man residing there, 
if an alien friend, having claims upon this Govern- 


|| ment, might undoubtedly present a petition for the 


payment of such claims. 

Mr. CALHOUN (who had been momentarily 
absent from his seat) desired to be informed what 
question was before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated that he had 


a a memorial from a person representing 
’ 


drawn with some degree of ability, and it would | 


he for the Senate to say whether it should be re- 
ceived or not. 


imself to be a subject of Queen Victoria, praying 
for an extension of the oo jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in order to 


, enable him to obtain a decision in a case which he 


Mr. WEBSTER said there could not be the | 


slightest doubt as to the propriety of receiving 


wished to bring before that Court. 
Mr. CALHOUN said he did not hear the first 


"part of the remarks of the Senator from Massachu- 


petitions from citizens of a foreign country to | 
whom we might be under any sort of obligation. | 
There had been an entire misapprehension existing |) 


on this subject in the minds of gentlemen for a long 


Some years ago a British subject petitioned 
Congress for a certain grant of money which he 
claimed, and objections were made to receiving a 
= from an alien. It was suggested that the 
” 


setts; but, judging from his concluding remarks, 
he believed that that honorable Senator and him- 
self differed somewhat in regard to this question 


_ of receiving petitions from citizens or subjects of a 
time, and he would state to the Senate how it | 


foreign country. He had always considered ita 
fundamental principle that the affairs of this Gov- 


ernment, so far as they related to foreigners, were 


ritish Parliament was not in the practice of re- | 


ceiving petitions from aliens, and that we should 
not therefore receive a petition from a British sub- 
ject. All that was founded in an entire mistake. 


‘The case which was supposed to give color to it | 


_ was an application made to the British Houses of 


Parliament, before the time of which he was now 


speaking, for a grant of money to somebody who | 
had been a sufferer during the war between the 
United States and Great Britain, by way of com- | 


pensation for the wrongs which had been done 
him. The gentleman applied to the Crown, or 
rather to the Commissioners of the Treasury, for 
indemnity. They refused it. He then applied for 
leave to petition Parliament, and that was refused. 
But then the same refusal, under the circumstances, 
would have been given if it had been the case of a 


. c , British bj ; bk 
the States of Illinois and Indiana the privilege of || thee aie eee ene rule 0 Del Sheuens 


applications, in the ‘ 
| Government, that it might be determined by them 


li 


_ he had now indicated. There was no 


to be conducted by the Executive Department, and 
that all applications of this kind must come through 
that branch of the Government. In his opinion, 
the proper course in this case would be for this 
British subject to present his petition, in the first 
instance, to his own Government, and, if deemed 
proper, it might then be forwarded either through 
our Minister there, or the British Minister ——- 
here. This appeared to him to be the regular an 

effectual mode, and one which would prevent man 

consequences it was desirable should be avoided. 
He referred to a case of this kind which occurred 
in the last war, in which, if his recollection served 
him, he said it was almost unanimously decided 
that the proper course to be pursued was the one 
reason, 
he thought, why foreigners should not make their 
rst instance, to their own 


whether the application proposed to be made to 


of the Briush Parliament was exactly this—that ' this Government ought to be made at all or not. 
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He was inclined to consider, however, that aliens 


residing within the country should be exempt from 
the rule, because they were, for the time, subject 


‘ 
| cuss this question. It was certainly an important 


sideration than they were able at this time to give 
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| | of New York, asking that the Tonawanda band of 
one, and required, he thought, more mature con- | 


Indians may be exempted from the treaty of 1842 
between the United States and the Seneca Indians; 





her wo our laws, and bound to obedience; but an ap-| it. As there seemed to be a great difference of || which were referred to the Committee on Indian 

“7 lication such as the present, proceeding from an || opinion in relation to the course proper to be || Affairs. 

alien residing abroad, was unsustajned by prece- | taken, he suggested that the question should be Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 

? dents. He thought the petition ought not to be | postponed unti! some future time. Sam. P. Armstrong and others, of Lewis county, 

aay received. Mr. CALHOUN begged to remark, before the Kentucky, asking that a pension may be granted ; 

y Mr. WEBSTER observed, that as the Senator || question of postponement was taken, that the con- |, to Arthur Stevenson; which was referred. 

- had not heard the early part of his remarks, he || clusion to which he had come, instead of resting Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from the 

y. would repeat them. In his judgment, this was not on General Boyd’s case, arose out of the case to |! legal representatives of the late Commodore Dale, 

Bn acase for the Committee on Foreign Relations at | which he had referred as having occurred during || of the city of Philadelphia, who was a lieutenant 

Z all. It was a respectful petition from an alien upon || the late war. The cases were very different from with the celebrated John Paul Jones; which was 

he a subject in which no personal claim, as regarded each other. General Boyd was a general in the || referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

il. hisown Government, existed. He remembered | British service. British precedents could not govern Mr. HUNTINGTON presented fourteen me- : 

: the case to which the honorable Senator referred; || us. We must make our rule conform to our insti- || morials from citizens in various portions of the . 

id hut the conclusion which had been arrived at in || tutions. He thought it would be well for the Sen. || Union, north, south, east, and west, asking that 3 

en that case, Was altogethera mistake. It was found- || ate to take further time to deliberate before deci- | the crude materials from which quinine and mer- . 

¥ ed upon No principle whatever. It was founded || ding this matter. . . curials are manufactured may be adenitied into the t 

= merely upon the idea that a foreigner could not Mr. W EBSTER said he felt no particular inter- | United States free of duty; which were referred to j 

af petition the British Houses of Parliament, whereas || est in the matter; but at the same time he thought the Committee on Finance. a a x 

* the fact was that a foreigner could petition Parlia- | it would be pro er to call the attention of the Sen- Mr. BREESE presented a petition from citizens +t 4 

cs ment in England justas freely as a subject of the | ator from South Carolina to the fact, that the re- || of W ashington, in favor of the law to amend the 

” realm could, Neither a subject nor a foreigner | ception of the petition to which reference had been || charter of the city as it came from the House; which 

Pe could petition for a grant of money without per- || made, had been objected to on the ground of the |) was laid on the table. 

m mission from the Crown. ; want of reciprocity, it having been stated by a gen- Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- : 

4 Mr. W. referred to the case of General Boyd, | tleman not now in his seat, that the English Par- || ents, reported a bill to extend a patent heretofore 

- whose petition was for a grant of money for ser- || liament did not receive petitions from foreigners, | granted to Bancroft Woodcock. : 

5 vices rendered in India. His petition was endorsed || But the distinction was not taken between petitions |, ° Several bills received from the House were read 9 ee 
and receivéd, and $50,000 were granted to him. for grants of money and petitions for other objects. || 9 first and second time by their titles and appro- ee 

; He would undertake to say that an alien friend || All he meant to say was, that he believed it was || priately referred. 3 ' 

. might petition the British Houses of Parliament || generally admitted that the petition of an alien || . c IN Vata 

“3 just as freely as a British subject; and there might || friend ought to be received. On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, is 

n ie | vA “earn | Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 2 

. be cases arising in forty ways, and a contract was || Mv. CALHOUN said he alluded to the case ‘| . sructed to inauive fate the aueblanes of erent a 

d one of them, in which an alien having claims upon || which took place in the other House during the | Se ea a ane yors a 
the justice of this Government would have just || last war. ing a pension to Arthur Stevenson. i 

e @ . . - s Tate | = e 6 oA 

; as plainly a right to petition Congress as any citi- || Mr. WEBSTER. Ah! that was the petition of | NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. ' 

E zen of our own country. His friend from Dela- |, analienenemy. On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate wet $ 

. ware near him said it was quite common to re- || Mr. ALLEN said the first time the question had proceeded to the consideration of the bill making cite 

; ceive and act on petitions from aliens resident in occurred to him as to the right of foreigners to_pe- appropriations for the support of the naval service = 

; Nowe 8 a Nova Scotia. This one is from || tition Congress, was upon the presentation of Mr. |) of the United States for the year ending 30th June, a* 
ssova oc a. 


vova And why send a man through so |) Buchanan’s petition last session; at which time he || 1Q48 
‘ circuitous a route in order to bring his application 1] happened to be a member of the Committee on }| Mr. WESTCOTT made some remarks in rela- 








before this Government? Why send him to Eng- || Foreign Relations. It was considered by him that ll om to an. amendment. which he inteeded te have A 
; land to — ae ee made with so || no foreign subject could address the Government, || pressed on the consideration of the Senate, touch- cs 7 
great formality : he Executive branch of this || except in the way which the Constitution had pro- | ing the giving of authority to the Secretary of the a ia 
Government, upon receipt of such communica- || vided for the intercourse of our Government with || Navy to use the public timber in constructing float- oe 
tion, could do nothing but refer the matter to Con- || foreign nations, through the Executive. In this | inepdiions &c.; but as his colleague had, he under- $ 4 
gress. The course suggested 7 jhe Senator from || view, he had recommended that the case of Mr. || stood, several amendments to offer, he would with- : i 
South Carolina, if the case had any sort of con- || Buchanan should be turned over to the State De- || draw his. “yi 
nexion with our foreign relations, with the rela- || partment. He thought he could foresee the dan- || ‘The first question was upon agreeing to the fol- ‘ae 
tions existing between us and England, as in the || gerous consequences which would result from per- || lowing amendment reported from the Committee a ye: 
case of a claim for redress for spoliation, would |; mitting subjects of foreign Powers residing in || 5) Finance: ei 
certainly be the proper course; but, in cases of this || foreign countries to come in here and ask for legis- || At the end of the jirst section add: <a 
— — could be pal ge necessity for it. | lation at the hands of Congress. He thought he || & See. 2, And beit further enacted, That the Secretary of ‘ pe 
ant. BERRIEN sal that he was inclined to j could aor how foreign Governments, having wick- || the Navy be, and he is hereby authorized, to cause to be ig 
agree with the suggestion of the honorable Sena- || ed designs against the United States, might em- || constructed, upon such plan as he may approve, a floating a 
tor from South Carolina, that the proper medium || ploy their subjects in creating discussion by the || oak os tas md ryasd nt Kittery, eapable of lifting shtpe-of- ats 
. Sia . ~ . i ¢ . : “.* : $ it ock ¢@ we one 1 “ 2 5 > %. 
of communication between a non-resident foreign- || presentation of petitions. He therefore believed | i Sjine: Provided, That the same shall be done by contract, f 
er and the Legislature of this country was the || it would be by far the safest rule, to exclude such || upon proposals received after due notice ; for the due ex- ; 
Executive. He could readily conceive that there |! petitions, unless they come through the Executive. || ecution of waien a - the es ee pee 
; . : ae Bee - | r > >, Ff iti '| tary of the Navy sha taken. e cost of that at Pensa- 
might be at . which it would be proper to en- i Mr. WEBSTER stated the en of the es | cole not to exceed the sum of three hundred and sixty 7 
tertain such petitions in behalf of foreigners re- || A few weeks ago Mr. Barry applied to the Supreme || thousand dollars, and that at Kittery not to exceed three 
siding within the United States, because, by rea- | Court for a writ of habeas corpus, in order to es- || hundred thousand dollars; and which sums are hereby ap- 
son of their residence, they owed a temporary al- || tablish his own personal rights, and the court had | propriated out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
legiance to this Government. In the case of acon- || dismissed the case for want of jurisdiction. The |; appropriated. ? 
tract in which a foreigner was interested, he could \| petitioner probably wished an extension of the || Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked, that in conse- 
conceive that a relaxation of what he considered || jurisdiction of the court. Our judicature was || quence of the vote yesterday upon the amendment 
to be the correct rule might be had; but it seemed || established for the purpose of hearing all cases | which this was intended to follow, it would fall as 
to him, in this case, that there was belonging to || which might be brought before it. ‘The petitioner | a matter of course; but having been reported from 
the case itself, as it was stated from the Chair, || in thiscase had committed noimpropriety, although || a committee, it was necessary to dispose of it by 
that which ought to be decided upon on the ques- || he had been badly advised, and might have been || a vote. : 
tion of the reception of this petition. It was a || somewhat ostentatious. He reminded the Senate | The amendment was then negatived. 
a petition by a foreigner resident in the British do- || of the case of the descendants of Americus Ves- The next amendment, to change the numbers 
minions, in which he called upon this legislative || pucius, which had been received and referred in | of the sections, was rendered unnecessary. 
body not to afford him individual relief, but to 1 both Houses of Congress. || The following additional section, reported from 
mes the — ree m9 a for the adminis- || Mr. ALLEN wished it to be understood se the Committee on Finance, was agreed to: 
ratio ; - | 
ion of justice e thought it would be im- || his observations referred only to foreigners who || See. 5 And be 40 ferth sok ‘Taae the ect of Juss 
proper to throw open their legislative halls to pe- |, were residents in their own countries. ; | seventeen. A. D. eighteen hundred and forty-four, entitled 
titions of this character. Here was an individual Mr. HUNTINGTON renewed his motion that | « An act making appropriations for the naval service for the 
who thought himself aggrieved by a decision of a || the further consideration of this matter be post- || fi-cal year endi the irtieth day of zoe, cighters bun, 
judicial tribunal, asking relief from the Congress || poned until Friday next. Agreed to. | eee ato Bhs on a rs ne raion 
a perfil ee told by the ee || Mr. BREESE presented resolutions of instruc- |! officer ree navy to take charge of the naval stores or fae 
» that, as the laws now existed, || tion from the Legislature of Illinois, to sustain || eign squadrons in place of naval storekeepers, at each o 
they could not take jurisdiction of the case, and || measures for bin ing the war with Mexico to a | nee ee opamp. Soyer tacge dr Peegereataa eae 
he thereupon came to Congress to ask that a gen- || speedy close; which were laid on the table and or- || far modified as to gathorine the selection and sppeiatment 
eral law of the land might be modified, to enable || dered to be printed. | of citizens other than naval officers to be storekeepers on 
him to obtain a decision of his case. It would be Also, from the same, to amend the Constitution || foreign stations, when suitable naval pom acaper  som - 
throwing very wide the door for the admission of |! of the United States so as to limit the tenure of the | dered on such service, or when, in the opinion e@ Secre- 
such application d he thought it very doubtful || ; ; : : | tary of the Navy, the public interest will be promoted there- 
~ 6, an mouE very Gow judges of the United States; which was laid on the || py, Persons so selected and appointed to receive the same 
as to how far the intercession of foreigners in re- || ‘table and ordered to be printed. | compensation as now allowed, and to enter into bond and 
gard to the modifiation of our laws ought to be _ security, as is required by law of officers of the navy per- E 
onbiniaeaele MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. | Sorming said service. : 
Mr. HUNTINGTON said he did not rise to dis- || Mr. DIX presented two memorials from citizens Mr. FAIRFIELD, by direction of the Naval 
“ 
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Committee, moved to amend the bill by inserung 
the following, as an additional section: 
Sec.6, Be it further enacted, That in every case of the 


lose or capture of a vessel belonging to the navy of the Uni- | 
ted States, the accounting officers of the treasury, underthe | 


direction of the Secretary of the Navy, shall be, and they are 


hereby, authorized in the settlement of the accounts of the | 
purser of such vessel, tocredit him with such portion of the | 
amount of the provisions, clothing, sinall-stores, and money, | 
with which he stands charged on the books of the Fourth | 
Auditor of the Treasury, as they shall be satisfied, was in- | 


evitably lost by sach capture or loss of a public vessel; and 
each purser shall be tully exonerated by such credit, from 
all liability on account of the provisions, clothing, small- 
stores, and money, ©o proved to have been captured or lost. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD explained that the object of 


the amendment was simply to afford a relaxation | 


of the present rigid construction of the law in these 
cases. Ele asked for the yeas and nays on this 
amendment, and they were ordered. 


Mr. H. JOHNSON suggested that the amend- | 


ment ought to embrace the reimbursement of the 


officers who had lost their clothing, &c., by the 


burning of the steam-frigate Missourt. 


Mr. CAMERON thought similar applications 


might be made from the officers of the army. 
y Mr. EVANS thought the amendment a very 
Ce one, 


general provision. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON moved to amend so as to 
include the officers of the steam-frigate Missouri. 

Mr. EVANS hoped not. The case of the pur- 
ser stood on different grounds. He had the public 
steres in his custody, and the amendment was to 
prevent his being charged with these, should the 
vessel be lost. It was not a question of relief for 
the loss of personal and private property. He 
hoped the Senator from Louisiana would withdraw 
his amendment, and not open that question. 


Mr. H. JOHNSON then withdrew his amend- |! 


ment. 

Mr. DAYTON said this amendment did not look 
to a single case, but was intended to introduce into 
an appropriation bill a general law to act for all 
time, and in all cases, to come. 
the amendment was in itself, he was opposed to 


this practice of fastening general laws in appropri- | 
fe would gladly vote for the proposi- 


tion bills. 
tion in the form of a separate bill. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD viewed it as merely a provis- 
ion regulating the mode of settling the accounts of 
pursers. If we do not pass such an amendment, 


we shall be required to legislate in every case sep- | 


arately, because no one would be disposed to make 
the purser liable for loss by the act of God. 


The question was then taken on the adoption of 


the amendment, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Bagby, Berrien, Breese, Butler, | 
Calhoun, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, | 


Davis, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Hannegan. Houston, Hunting- 
ton, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Simmons, Turney, Woodbridge, and Yulee—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bright, | 


Cameron, Chalmers, Cilley, Dayton, Dickinson, Jarpagin, 
Rusk, Sturgeon, and Westcon—13. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, by direction of the same | 
committee, moved further to amend the bill, by the | 
addition of the following section; which wasagreed | 


to: 


Sec.7. Beit further enacted, That from and after the pas- | 
sage of this act all moneys derived from the sale of all stores | 


and other articles belonging to the navy, shall revert to that 


appropriation from which such stores and other articles were | 
Originally purchased; and the Seeretary of the Treasury is | 
hereby authorized and directed to refund to the appropria- | 
clothing for the navy” the proceeds of ail sales of | 


tion for * 
condemned navy clothing which have been paid into the 


treasury of the United States subsequent to the first day of | 
August, 1S44, as shall appear from the aceounts of the Bu- | 


reau of Provisions and Clothing and the Fourth Auditor of 
the Treasury; and it shall not be lawful hereafter to make 
transfers front the clothing fund or the head of appropriation 
for * clothing for the navy” to any other head of appropria- 
tien, except in the adjustment of the accounts of disbursing 
officers at the office ofthe Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, by direction of the same 
committee, moved further to amend the bill, by the 
addition of the following section; which was agreed 
to: Fs 

Seo. 8. Be it further enacted, That the firs 
act of 4th Auguat, 1849, eutitied “ Anact 
tions for the naval service of the United States fo 
1842,” shall not be construed as applying to the appointinent 
of boatswains, gunners, carpenters, and sailmakers. 


t seetion of the 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, by direction of the same | 
committee, moved further to amend the bill, by | 


adding the following, to come in between lines 


eight and nine of the first section; which was | 


agreed to; 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL 


In cases of this kind, Congress had | 
ind to make provision in former bills, and it would || 
be better to settle the construction of the law by a | 


However proper | 


making appropria- 
tthe year | 


T - ae —_ mii 
|| For pay of 13 additional assistant surgeons, whose ap- 
j| pointnentis hereby authorized, $12,350, 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, by direction of the same 


| Just adopted: 


hereby authorized to appoint, with the rank and pay of a 

| lieutenant commanding, 31,800. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD explained, that the person 
who now filled this office was only rated and paid 
| asa sailing master. There was not his superior, 
perhaps not his equal, as a chemist in the country. 
Since the establishment of a laboratory, a great deal 


of expenditure had been saved. The country de- | 
rives all the benefit of the improvements which this || 
officer made, without cost, as he only requires a 


compensation for his regular duties. 
Mr. BADGER. 
Committee on Naval Affairs? 
Mr. FAIRFIELD. Yes. 
Mr. BADGER. Is this the person who makes 


the beautiful fireworks exhibited on the 4th of | 


| July? 
Mr. FAIRFIELD. Iam not able to answer. 
Mr. WESTCOTT. 


|| priations. It is all **Give! give!’ 


Mr. SEVIER said he understood there were 


several other amendments to be offered, and he 


shouid therefore move to postpone the further con- | 


sideration of the bill until to-morrow; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 
THREE MILLION BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


of the special order, being the bill making an ap- || 


propriation of Three Millions of Dollars for the 


toa conclusion, with the amendments proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. COLQUITT then rose and addressed the 
Senate. At his request, he said, the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Cuatmers] obtain- 
ed the floor on yesterday, in order to afford him 
the opportunity of expressing his views upon some 
of the questions which had been discussed by the 
|| Senate. Some weeks of almost unremitting bodily 
afiliction had deprived him of the pleasure of lis- 
tening to the debates, and of casting his vote upon 
the measures which had engaged the Senate’s de- 
liberations. 


by reading the daily reports of their proceedings. 

The range which the debate upon the question 
then under consideration had taken, meal enable 
him to represent his views, so that none might mis- 
understand his position. ‘The honorable Senator 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapeer,] in his able | 


and ingenious speech of yesterday, made a graveand 
serious charge against the President of the United 
|| States. 
|, had been forced upon his mind—yes, forced—that the 
President of the United States sought to prevent 


| by State Legislatures, and by the people at large. 


that the present Chief Magistrate affected to usurp 
dictatorial powers, and, by preventing discussion, 
conceal his wickedness from the public. Sucha 
charge, made by a Senator so distinguished as a 
jurist, accompanied by the repeated declaration, 
'| was conclusive, was well calculated to alarm the 

fears of all who loved their country. This proof— 
| which was so conclusive to the mind of the Sena- 


otherwise, forced the lamentable conviction upon 
him—was produced; and his best friends must doubt 
his sincerity, or pity his credulity. What was the 
proof? A small note-book, in which was pasted 
a few extracts from a newspaper friendly to the 
President. The extracts themselves, if it were es- 
|| tablished that they had been written by the Presi- 
| dent, wholly failed to prove the grave charge so 
_ reluctantly forced upon the mind of the Senator. 
They are tolerably bold articles, expressing the 
opinions of the writer upon the importance of par- 
ticular measures, censuring the tardy action of Con- 
gress, and condemning the conduct of the Legisla- 
ture of North Carolina fora public act of that body. 
' Sir, suppose these articles had been written by the 


GLOBE. 


committee, moved further to amend the bill by ad- 
ding the following, to come in after the amendment | 


For pay of a pyrotechnist for the navy, whom the Presi- | 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, is | 


Is this recommended by the | 


I have not as yet heard a 
single proposition to reduce any of these appro- | 


purpose of bringing the existing war with Mexico | 


He had, however, endeavored, he || 
| said, to keep himself informed of their progress, |) 


The Senator declared that the conviction || 


the discussion of Executive measures by Congress, || 


| This is a grave charge, and intended to go before || 
the people of this country as an established fact, | 


that, to his mind, the proof which established it || 


tor, and which, in despite of his desire to believe | 
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| President: do they prove that he desired to gia, 
| debate, either in Congress, in the State | = 

tures, or among the people? It might prove tio. 
| he desired that important measures should be nace. 
|| ed through Congress with reasonable des 


402 tsla. 


pass. 


| : . . pateh, 
| without being clogged by the wranglings of par.y 


| and the selfishnéss of individual members. It mioi, 
| prove that he did not approve the resolution passed 
| by the Legislature of North Carolina, and wisijeq 
| to denounce it; but surely such proof could not force 
| any unprejudiced mind to conceive that the writer of 
_ the articles (which the Senator carefully preserves 
_in his note-book) ever dreamed of preventing the 
|, Legislature of North Carolina from discussing ey. 
ecutive measures, or interfere in their discussion 
by the people at large. This, upon the supposi- 
| tion that the President penned the articles himself! 
|| But what must any well-informed, unprejudiced 
|| man say to the proof upon which the Senator go 
|| confidently relies, when he learns that there is no 
| evidence whatever that the President ever saw the 
| articles, (so carefully preserved,) either before or 
after they were written? Yet the able Senator from 
|| North Carolina makes this grave charge against 
| the President, and, with almost tearful eye, de- 
|| clares, that with great reluctance he has been forced 
to the conclusion of its truth. But, forsooth, * the 
editor of the Union is the friend of the Presidenr, 
is the organ of the Administration, and came to 
this city shortly after the inauguration of the Presi- 
dent!” **Surely, no man can doubt, therefore, 
| that the President wrote the articles, or had them 
| written, in order to lash Congress into obedience, 
| gag the Legislature of North Carolina, and shut 
| 
i 
j 


| the mouths of the people at large.” This may be 
| beautiful reasoning and logic, so forcible as to force 
conviction upon the reluctant mind of the Senator 
from North Carolina; but I am satisfied that there 
are, in this republic, a vast number of very honest 
men, who are too silly to believe that the evidence 
ae establishes the very grave charge which 

e makes even against the writer of these articles; 

and a vast number that will fail to understand why 

the President shall be held responsible for every 
article written by the editor of a friendly press, 
| without proof that his eyes ever rested upon it 
_ either before or after it was written. 

The Senator from North Carolina has followed 
the example set him by the Senator from Florida, 
| (Mr. Westcorr$] by holding the President re- 
| sponsible for the articles which daily appear in the 
| Union—indeed, by making the Administration and 
the editor of the Union identical. The Senator 
from Florda, a professed Democrat, charges the 
Administration with having made a premeditated 
attack upon the distinguished Senator from South 
| Carolina [Mr. Catnovun] and his friends; and the 
| conviction, I suppose, has been forced upon his 
unwilling and reluctant mind, by the offensive ar- 
ticle for which the editor of the Union was expelled 
| from the privilege of being a listener to the debates 
| of the Senate. If the Senator from North Carolina, 
| [Mr.Bapcer,] and the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
|| Wesrcortrt,] do sincerely believe that these articles 
to which they object, and which they deem offen- 
sive and reprehensible, were the acts of the Presi- 
dent, then, I must say, that the resolution passed 
on Saturday would have exhibited more magna- 
nimity to have been moved against the President 
himself, rather than against his humble and pas- 
sive instrument. To my mind, apart from the 
|, position in which the resolutions passed on Satur- 
| day are placed by the Senators to whom I have 
alluded, the whole procedure was impolitic, petu- 
lant and ridiculous; and I take the liberty of say- 
ing now, that I had sought to be present, in order 
_to record my vote against their passage. While I 
listened to some of the high-toned remarks made 
by Senators extolling the dignity, intelligence, and 
| purity of this very honorable body, of which I am 
a member; and the expressed indignation at the 
wickedness of those who would dare breathe a 
| thought that we were not each and all perfect spe- 
cimens of humanity, [ could but feel proud of the 
|| exalted fact; while I wondered by what singular 
process men were made so spotless and ztherial 





after their elevation to the Senate, whose previous 
lives and characters had been so frequently marked 
with manifest imperfections, Without determin- 
ing the problem, I concluded that, as we were the 
| very proper judges of our own worth and charac- 
ters, and the very proper and summary execution- 
| ers of all unreasonable delingents who should feel 


| disposed to question our perfectability, we might 





18- 


have 
ynan 
of co 
are t 
of ‘n 
spee 
here 
teres 
coul 
hav 
any 


 ~ ee & Gee oy Cae 











17, 


Stifle 
"isla. 
that 
ase. 
itch, 
ariy 
er t 
shed 
force 
r of 
ives 
the 
ex. 
on 
OS|- 
elf! 
ced 
"80 
ho 
the 
or 
om 
nst 
de- 
ced 
the 
nt, 
to 
Si- 


- ES ae SS Se ae 





have compromised with “Father Ritchie”’ by passing || 
ynanimously a resolution, for which every Senator |! 
of course, from due self-respect would vote, that we || 
are the most dignified, intelligent, and patriotic set 
of men the world ever beheld; that no motion, | 
speech, or vote, has or ever will be made or given | 
here, tainted in anywise by party feeling, self-in- | 
terest, or ambition. If we had done this, and 
could have prevailed upon the “‘ veteran editor’’ to 
have given his endorsement, we might, without || 
any disparagement whatever, have still permitted || 
the old gentleman, in a quiet and polite way, to 
have had an occasional seat somewhere in our 
rear. 
It is true, sir, that this assumption of superior- | 
ity, by exposing our vanity, might have subjected 
us, in the eyes of the uninitiated, to ridicule, but | 
we should have been free from disgrace. 


I will || 
have done with this topic, which has been made 1 
necessary to notice by the attempt to identify the || 
editor of the Union as the President, or the Presi- || 
dent as the editor. This identity was particularly || 
necessary to the honorable Senator from North || 
Carolina, in order to have a pretext for his grave || 
charge against the President. No communication || 
has been made by the President to Congress, to || 
State Legislatures, or to the people, but has been \ 
courteous, deferential, respectful, and able. Why, || 

it 

| 


' 
| 


then, this charge, so wholly groundless? [ will 
leave the honest throughout the land to decide. 
The Senator from North Carolina will pardon 
me when I say that his speech fell upon my ears || 
as though it was intended alone for his own noble || 
State. He must have felt the necessity of making | 
a scapegoat, to screen the Legislature of the State | 
from the indignation of a patriotic constituency. 
By the aid of the mighty influence of party spirit, 
he has sought to make the President that medium | 
of escape from public odium; and comments, with 
becoming wisdom and sagacity, upon an extract | 
culled from an article in the Union. The Senator | 
does not seem willing to subscribe to the party 
name given by the Union to the Governor and his | 
majority in that ronpentabip legislative assembly. || 
The Union says the ‘Federal Governor’? and | 
“ Federal Legislature,’’ and the honorable Senator | 
says that the present Governor was but a school- | 
boy in the days of Federalism, and consequently | 
he is no Federalist. There is, in my estimation, 
a vast difference between a party and a faction. 
The first is an association of men—no matter by 
what name called—combined to carry out a given 
set of principles. A faction attaches itself to men, 
without regard to principle. ‘The names of parties 
may change, from caprice or from choice, and yet 
the principles must always determine their identity. 
The first division of parties, under our Constitution, 
arose mainly from the different opinions entertain- 
ed as to the capacity of the people for self-govern- 
ment, and the constructive powers of the Constitu- 
tion. Theone party was called Federal, which was 
then the most popular name, at the head of which 
was Alexander Hamilton; the other was called Re- 
publican, at the head of which was Thomas Jeffer- 
son. The Federal party, composed of talented and | 
patriotic men, were very honestly of the opinion that 
a literal or a strict construction of the Constitution 
would leave the Federal Government too weak and 
rickety to answer a permanent enc valuable pur- 





| at war. 


| principles still live? 


' more recently for a protective tariff. 
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they eagerly opposed every 
which emanated from the Republican party, then in 
power. War was dec!ared—the war of 1812, with 


| Great Britain. The Federal party, not because it 
properly involved any party principle, but because | 
| It was opposition, and for other causes not necessa- 


ry now to mention, abused the Chief Magistrate, 
clogged the wheels of government, embarrassed 


the operations of their own country, and express- 


ed sympathy for the Power with which we were 
This false step completed their downfall. 
The question, however, recurs, Do the same 
Is there a party now In the 
United States who advocate the same doctrines, 
the same liberal construction of the Constitution, 
and the same measures? The Federal party was 
for a national or United States bank, for internal 
improvements by the General Government, and 
Does the 
Governor of North Carolina, and a majority of the 
Legislature of that State, advocate these measures? 
If so, they have the characteristic marks of Fed- 
eralism, and should not complain to be dubbed by 
their true name. The same party, from ignorance 
of the feelings of the people, it is true, has wern 
threadbare and cast away several choice names 
since they threw aside the name of Federalism. 
The party still lives, and obtained a short-lived 


popularity, by digging up a new name for them- | 
selves from the tomb of the Revolution—the name | 


of Whig—a name endeared, by the memory of the 


daring deeds of those who bore it, to the American | 


heart. But thisassumed name, for party purposes, 
does not change a single feature of the old Federal 
party. Its identity is as certain, its character as 
distinct, as ever; and it is mortifying that the hal- 
lowed name of Whig is now to be rendered odious 
by resorting to the same unpatriotic course of 
action, which made the name of Federalist a name 
of loathing and reproach. The Federal party then, 
being in the minority, hoped to rise into power 
by assailing the Administration, abusing the war, 
exaggerating its cost, and by embarrassing the 
operations of the Government. The same party, 
under the name of Whig, advocating the same 


war with Mexico; and if the people are still true 
to themselves, the same result will inevitably fol- 
low. The Legislature of North Carolina desired 
to manifest generous feelings towards those patri- 


| Otic citizens of the State who responded to the call | 


of their country by taking arms in her defence. But 
such was the strength of their party zeal, such their 
desire to break down the Administration, that the 

accompanied this show of sympathy with the po- 
sonous breath that blighted at once the joys and 
hopes of the soldier. At the sound of the trum- 
pet and beat of the drum, the chivalrous and patri- 


| otic sons of the proud State of North Carolina 


would have rallied, in unwonted numbers, to the 
| standard of the country. But the Legislature of 
| their State, echoing back the party-cry from 
Washington, damped the ardor of their citizens, 
and smothered their feelings of patriotism. In the 
most effectual, insidious, and destructive manner, 
they administered the poison, which produced a 
death-chill upon the spirit of her people. Under 





pose. They contended for a liberal and latitudi- | 
nous construction of that instrument, that the wis- | 
dom, and power ofthe Federal Government might 
be the better exercised for the general welfare. 
The Republican party deemed the Constitution | 
worse than useless, if the rights of the States and | 
the people were placed, by construction, under the 


control of the central Government. These different || 


opinions were given form and shape by the mea- 
sures which were proposed oradopted by the Fed- | 
eral Government. ‘The leading measures whic) | 
called forth the strength of these parties were a | 
bank of the United States, and internal improve- 
ment by the General Goverment. Mr. Jefferson and 
his party came into power in 1800. The Federal 
party remained in the minority, notwithstanding 
the great respectability of their numbers, the 
strength of their talents, and the purity of their | 
characters, until, by one false step, they rendered 
their party name infamous, and all effort for as- 
cendency under it hopeless and ridiculous. They | 
lost sight of the prospect of a party triumph by dis- | 
cussing those principles by 4 





the guise of friendship for the volunteers, they vote 
money for their comfort, and preface their favor, 
by telling them in the solemn form of legislative 
enactment, that the war in which they are to en- 
gage is not thecountry’s war, but a war made by 
the President. The preamble to the resolutions, 
carries with it the denunciation of the cause, in 
which the citizen soldier was called to fight. Was 
it necessary for the country’s good, for the success 
| of the war, or for the better securing an honorable 
| peace, that this preamble should have gone along 
| with the offered gratuity? Was it notdictated by 
| the fell spirit of party, alike reckless of the coun- 
| try’s honor, and her glory? Does it not proclaim 
| to the world, that the Legislature had a greater 
| zeal for the success of the Whig party than for the 
| honor of the country and the success of her arms? 
What was the effect of this partisan legislation? 
Sir, the proud State of North Carolina had a dif- 
ficulty in raising the required regiment. She was 





her regiment ready for service. 





rominent measure | 


political doctrines, being in the minority now, have | 
adopted the same unwise policy in conducting the | 


among the last, if not the very last, to announce 
For the country, 
a jis- || her patriotic citizens would in an instant have 
ho which they were legiti- || been ready, and in her cause, would have dared to 
mately divided; and hence, in their anxiety to seize || die; but for the President and the President’s war— 
upon appliances that might bring them into power, |! in an unholy and unjust strife for conquest with 
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Mexico—they were unwilling to suffer and to peril. 
This is the inevitable result of Whig speeches 
made in Congress upon this subject, and the result 
of the legislation of North Carolina, upon the spirit 
of her citizens. Instead of concentrating public 
sentiment and public feeling, te give power and ef- 
ficiency to the Government in the prosecution of a : 
foreign war, it is, and has been, the great business ie 

' of the Whig party to paralyze the moral energies iP 
of the nation, distract her counsels, to bring the : 
constituted authorities of the Government into dis- 
repute, for the very laudable, praiseworthy, and, of “3 
course, patrioiic purpose, of bringing the Whig 
party into power in 1848. 

If gentlemen desire to ascertain how these par- ms 


tisan speeches sound upon the ears of unprejudiced os y 
parents citizens, and with what feelings they will ae 
e read by posterity, let them imagine one of their cone 


finest orators haranguing our soldiery upon the eve 
of a battle. Conceive the armies face to face, the 
Mexican general and his soldiery on the one side, the 
American commander and ourcitizen patriots on the sete 
other. There is but a brief pause before the din of ‘7a 
arms will be heard. Hark! the pause is to be filled, * iy ‘ 
the brief space is to be occupied, the breathless Y 
| silence is to be broken; the voice of an American iw 
| statesman falls in moving accents upon the hos- s 
tile bands. Hear him! He will fire up his coun- 
trymen! He will nerve up their arms, and his f*, 
cheering plaudits will inspire their hearts amid the 
dying groans of their comrades! ‘ Fight, my coun- 
trymen; but this is an unnecessary war, unjust in ‘ 
| its inception, and unholy in its purposes. This a. 
war is not the country’s war, but a war made by * 
‘| James K. Polk! It is waged for plunder and for 4 
conquest! The President seeks to dismember a - i 
sister republic! You are here to aid him in his ri 
wicked purposes by beating down an unoffending oe 
foe! He is spending millions upon millions of the e 
public treasure! Already the Government is bank- a 
rupt, and yet, poor soldiers, though all the ney ah ee 
has been spent for you, your pay should be raised, 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and your comforts multiplied! Now, for the bat- ee 4 
| tle, and let your arms be covered with glory!” 4 
|| How would a speech containing such sentuments , Bhs 
sound? Which of the forces, the Mexican or the “ee 
American, would feel themselves encouraged and 
|| comforted by the address? I shall not decide. I 
|| shall not lay myself liable to the nara of seeking : 
| to fetter public discussion. I shall leave it to be a 
| decided by the American republic, and will abide 
| that decision as it shall be published from the bal- “, 
| lot-box. For my Whig friends I have felt disposed As 
|| to apologize for those acts of unkindness for the “ae 
/eause of the country. If they were enabled to peg 
| maintain themselves before the country upon the “ Se 
| great national issues which divide the parties, I can 
| scarcely believe they would have assumed their + 
|| present position inl the war with Mexico. But 5 
| they were in a strait, and the Mexican war was (ea 
| rather a God-send, affording them some hope for rr 
|| suecess, or at least a tolerable shelter for a safe re- ee 
| treat. Iam no factionist, and wear no man’s live- A a 
| ry, but confess myself a party man, struggling to a 





1) 

|| make triumphant the cherished principles of m 3 

| life. These principles are dear to my heart, as Te 
| believe them to be the principles upon which de- Fate 
|| pend the prosperity and happiness of the country. aes 
|| The thousand collateral questions which do not - Swi 
| touch these great fundamental questions, erising ee 
‘ 


'| daily in the course of legislation, and which cannot 
|| properly be called party questions, cannot, nor will 
‘not, make me abandon that party aepcation by 
| which those great principles can alone be sustained. 
|| The present Administration has sustained with 
|| more ability, and carried out with more fidelity, the 

|| great principles of the republican party, than any 

| Administration since I have had any knowledge of 

|| the Government. If, therefore, I differed with the 

1 President upon the Mexican war, and upon every + aaa 


| other collateral question involving none of the great ae 
| principles which divide the parties, I should still ea 


| give the Administration a cordial and hearty sup- 
|| port. We expect partisans to agree apn the lead- 
| ing questions of the country. is agreement is 
the essence and spirit of party, as contradistin- 
| guished from faction; but we should not expect, nor 
| Seen. that the members of the same party should, 
| or could agree upon the various questions which 
arise, that are disconnected with those principles 
and measures upon which national parties divide. 
| A Democrat differs with the President as to the war; 
as to the best mode of conducting it; as to the best 
| officers to lead our armies; as to whether volunteers 
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or regulars are the most efficient; and yet it would 
be consummate folly, in my judgment, that he 
should, for these differences, make war upon the 
Administration, and unite with the Whigs in break- 
ing it down, when he must know that its downfall 


is the certain overthrow of those principles and | 


measures which he desires should survive those 
temporary questions which he uses to accomplish 
their overthrow. ‘The Whigs may be justifiable in 


bringing oe to bear for the purpose of de- | 


stroying the 
want office and power, but they desire to overthrow 
every republican measure of the Administration. 
They may seck to derive strength among the peo 


dministration, because they not only | 


ple, by condemning the Mexican war; for they | 
may well fear to go before the country upon the | 


true issues dividing the parties. 
For the first time, the country has some chance 


to test the practical operations of our republican | 


faith. For the first time we have an ad valorem 
tariff approximating a revenue standard. When 
this act was passed, the alarm cry was raised, and 
an effort to produce a panic. Ruin! ruin! ruin! 
was sounded from the halls of Congress, and reit- 


erated through the press, until even the stout-heart- | 


ed Democracy was seen to falter, Can these proph- 
ets of evil go before the country, and hold up their 
heads, while the evidences of their errors meet 


them in every part of the republic? Manufactures | 
prosper; agriculture flourishes; commerce is lively, | 
and every branch of industry feels already the in- | 


The ery of | 


vigorating influence of the measure. 


an exhausted treasury, by reason of the reduced | 
tariff of 1846, has been falsified, and the fact re- | 


corded, that the increase of the revenue is about 
60) per cent., and the gross amount of increase in 
the treasury for the first quarter of the year about 
$700,000. The burdens of the people have been 
lessened, their taxes have been reduced, their ar- 
ticles of consumption lessened in price, and their 
products raised in value. The odious sub-treasury, 
with its specie clause, has gone into operation, and 
the alarm created by its enemies is dying away, 
and will soon be forgotten, or only be remembered 
two be ridiculed as a folly. 


Indeed, I am satisfied, that neither in town nor | 


country, would the people know such an act was 
in existence but for politicians. The country was 


never more prosperous in all its departments. The | 


money market never more easy. The currency 
never sounder. The balance of trade in our favor, 
and specie flowing into the country in abundance. 
The higs are not prepared to go before the 
country with the party issues, and their promising 
results. ‘They may well seek to fasten upon some 
new issue, which may afford some hope for party 
success. But I am amazed at Senators who be- 
lieve and feel with me, and with the President, 
upon the great questions of the country, who seem 
willing to lend their position and popularity to the 
breaking down of an Administration, which has 
done more than all which has preceded it, in fixing 
these principles, and giving them a place in the 
aifections of the people. 
rex meus Inspires too many of the Democracy to 
draw chalked lines for their associatss, and to em- 
brace or denounce them as they may square them- 
selves by its duvection. No man was ever yeta 
great statesman, no matter how exalted his patri- 
ousm, who refused political and party associa- 
tions, because he was unable to command obedi- 
ence to all his behests. ‘ Principles and not men”’ 
is the motto, and yet we must have men to carry 
out the principles. In my opinion it is not the 
mark of wisdom for a statesman to stilt himself 
upon his individuality, and feel proud of his influ- 
ence, when that very course robs him entirely of 


The main feeling of ego 
- Db o } 


the ability to be serviceable to his country. My | 


honorable friend from Florida (Mr. Wesrcorrt] 
boasted the other day that he was “no man’s 
man.” 
and if he only meant by it that he made no sacri- 
fice of principle, at any time, merely for the sake 
of pleasing some political favorite, it was likewise 
proper; but if he meant by it that he was too inde- 
pendent to aid in carrying on the Government, 
unless the views of others should become subser- 
vient to his own, I must beg leave to say that the 
boast savors more of self-importance than genuine 
statesmanship. The Senator has certainly gone 
very far to establish for himself a character for in- 
dependent uncertainty; so that no one now dares 


That was certainly a very common boast, | 


of boundary. 


‘to the 


hazard a guess where he will be found upon any | 


given question. 


I will now make some remarks upon the war 
itself, the fruitful theme for abuse of the Adminis- 
tration. It has been said, and has been reiterated 
again and again, that the President made this war. 
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The question is, how did he make it? How do | 


a establish the charge? 
vered, that if this charge fails—if the proof does 
not establish it, our Whig friends will have no 
excuse for their course upon the subject of the 
war, and must expect the stern rebuke of an in- 
sulted and indignant people? How did the Presi- 
dent make this war? It is positively certain that 


/he sought very earnestly to make a treaty with 


Mexico! After the Mexican Minister had left the 


country, breathing hostility against the United | 
States; after our Minister had been dismissed from | 
his official station by the authorities of Mexico, 
|the President still sought negotiation. This did 


not exhibit any anxiety for war with that repub- 


| lic. After the threatening tone and attitude of 
Mexico made it necessary for our vessels of war | 


to hang upon her coast, and be ready for the exi- 
gency that was threatened, they were withdrawn 
by the suggestion of Mexico that their contiguity 
was a barrier to any overtures of peace. This, 
surely, indicated no hostile wish upon the part of 
the President to have a war with Mexico. If he 
sought only a pretext for hostility, he had enough 


It should be remem- | 


} tion. 
| 
| 





Feb. 





MN, 


_ to inquire of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber how they hope to reconcile the people of 
| this country to their own glaring inconsistency } 
They made an issue before the people in the Presi. 
dential canvass, and received the support of no 
small number of voters, by proclaiming the act of 
annexation asa just and certain cause of war. 
_ You now throw yourselves before the same peo. 
| ple, and tell them, Oh, no; that was no cause of 
war. Annexation did not produce it; but the war 
has been made by the President! Will not the 
— ask an explanation of this inconsistency : 
| Will you not have to acknowledge that your pre- 
dictions were insincere in 1844, or that your decla. 
rations now are unfounded? This clamor about q 
war with Mexico, and ‘the injustice of annexins 
Texas to the Union, did not cease with the elec. 
I will call your attention to an extract or 
two from the New York Tribune, which will more 
definitely exhibit the position of the Whig party, 
even after the election of President. 
[The honorable gentleman here read several ex. 
tracts from the New York * Tribune,’’ containing 
| denunciations of the Democratic party on account 
| of eat 


| With such declarations as these, made prior to 


to justify him in the eyes of the civilized world. | 
He still sued for peace, and by means which would | 
have been humiliating, if we had been in contest | 
with a mightier Power; he flattered himself that | 


success would attend the effort. 0 
agreement, he sent a Minister, with full powers to 
make a permanent treaty. This certainly bears 
no mark of a desire upon the part of the President 
to rush into a war. Herrera, the then President 


_ of Mexico, soon heard the murmurings of discon- 


| tent, and saw the undoubted signs of a revolution, | 


| in consequence of his consent to make a treaty of 


boundary. He endeavored to prolong the exist- 
ence of his rickety Government, by refusing our 
Minister, and excusing himself for the refusal by 
denying the agreement. He agreed to receive a 


According to | 


the election of President from one end of the 
Union to the other, how can you now change your 
comin, and charge the war upon the President, 
ecause he ordered the army to the Rio Grande? 
But, sir, not only did the Mexican Minister return 
home, our Minister there dismissed, and a revolu- 
tion favorable to Paredes, all showing that Mexico 
intended war, but I desire to submit two or three 
circulars, which issued from the War Department 
in Mexico, that there may be no mistake, no doubt 
about how and by whom the war was commenced. 
{Here the honorable Senator submitted the well- 
known official declaration of the Mexican Goy- 
ernment, denouncing annexation as an act of war, 
and directing the generals in command of the army 
to collect troops. | 
| Here is the declaration of war! Here are the 
circulars calling for soldiers to prosecute the war! 


Commissioner only, and not a Minister, he said. || This was all done some twelve months before our 


I do not propose to examine this quibble, although || army left Corpus Christi. 


politicians here agreed with Mexico, and blamed 
the President. The revolution in Mexico was not 
consummated because Herrera agreed to receive a 
Minister; but because he was friendly to a treaty 


had been the cause of complaint, the revolution 
would have been arrested when he rejected our 
Minister. Havingshown a disposition to treat upon 
the subject of boundary, the army would not trust 
him in power. They placed at the head of the Gov- 
ernment the master-spirit of the revolution, Pare- 
des, who put the army in motion by his hostility to 


the United States, and his opposition to any treaty || 


with us upon the subject of boundary. I suppose 
that the most bitter enemy of the President will 
not deny but he did all that could be done to make 
a treaty of peace. He failed. All this I am told 
is true; but that the war was made by the Presi- 
dent, by ordering the army from Corpus Christi 
Rio Grande! If he had suffered the army 
to remain at Corpus Christi, say they, we should 
have had no war. This is a supposition, unsup- 
ported by a solitary fact; it is a mere conjecture, 
contradicted by every act and every declaration 
upon the part of Mexico. Why do you say that 
we should have had no war, if the army had re- 
mained at Corpus Christi? Your only reply must 
be, that such is your opinion—you think so! You 
may have high character for wisdom and sagacity, 
but I prefer to have some data upon which I ma 
examine the correctness of that opinion. That 
such is your opinion, and that so you think, ma 
be answer sufficient for yourself; but I very tak 
doubt whether your naked assertion, unsupported 


If the quibble to which he resorted 


‘| we are still 


| 


Will gentlemen still 
insist that the removal of the army was the cause 
of the war? In obedience to these orders from 
| the Department of War in Mexico, troops were 
collected, and an invading army, with orders to re- 
take Texas, of which she insisted she had been 
perfidiously despoiled. This army had its head- 
quarters at Matamoros, waiting more troops and 
additional preparations. Thus, with war declared, 
an army collected, all chance for negotiation closed, 
ravely assured that nothing but the 
| removal of the army caused the war! [am wil- 
| ling that this assertion—no matter by whom made, 
_ wholly unsupported by facts, and contradicted by 
| so many circumstances—shall go before the world 
| for what it is worth. 


|| Again: it is urged that the President ought not 
‘to have ordered the army on disputed ground. 


| The President might have been very delicately situ- 
| ated, in deciding what was disputed ground. The 
| Mexicans claimed all Texas; and by her the whole 
' ground was disputed, until our army crossed the 
| Sabine. I suppose gentlemen do not mean to in- 
| sist that it was the duty of the President to aban- 
_don Texas, in order to place the army on undispu- 
ted territory. At what point do you say the ground 


‘| was undisputed? Congress has fixed no boundary. 


| 


by a single well-founded reason, and contradicted | 


by repeated acts and declarations upon the part of 
Mexies, will be considered conclusive by the think- 
ing public. At any rate, I must be excused for 
my incredulity and unbelief. When the resolu- 
tions favorable to the admission of Texas into the 
Union passed the Congress of the United States, 
the Mexican Minister demanded his passports, 
and declared that act a cause of war. During the 


Whig orator in the Union opposed the annexation 
of Texas, assigning, as a prominent reason, the 
injustice of the act, and that it necessarily involved 
us In a war with Mexico. 


| The best informed statesmen here may complain, 
but they cannot define what they themselves call 
undisputed ground. How was the President to 
‘ascertain this boundary? Texas claimed to the 
| Rio Grande. She had never claimed any other 
| boundary. No other was established by either 
Mexico or Texas. No other boundary was known 
to the United States or to the world! What was 
| the President todo? By his official oath, he was 


| bound to pretect Texas. He had no power to de- 


|| fine limits, unless Mexico had entered into treaty, 


; 


|| which she refused. 


I leave this question for those 
| wise statesmen to solve, who could not be satisfied 
| with any act which the President could do. If the 
| ground beureen the Nueces and the Rio Grande is 
| what gentlemen call disputed ground, and if that 


, were truly the case, I would say that, after every 
campaign of 1844, almost every Whig press and || effort to settle the dispute, and every overture of 


j 
‘| of the President to take 


|| ground; and if it had to be settled by war, let that 
I stop but a moment |) be the place of settlement. 


peace had been rejected by Mexico, it was the duty 
possession of the disputed 


the 
ma 
thi 
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satisfied, and yet we would have waged war at any 
time to have rescued its possession from mightier 


Powers, Having it now in our possession, I shall || to purchase for the United States the interest of Balie 
abide a treaty and insist on its retention. I must 
sition as- 
€ acquisi- 


confess I still more deeply regret the 
sumed by my colleague in opposing 


| ‘The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, with the approbation of the Attorney General 


! mentioned, passed 


’ 


of the Mississippi river; 


} Peyton in the tract of land upon which the light- 
house stands at the Southwest Pass, at the mouth 
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i So there was a second. : 
! The main question was ordered; and being taken, 
|| the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 
And having been read a third time, and the ques- 
tion being on its — : ; 
'. Myr, MARTIN demanded the previous question; 





the Much has been said as to the manner in which | tion of territory for fear of the agitating question | The bill for the relief of JeanettesC. Hunting- x 
le of the war has been conducted, and what should be | of slavery. I regret it as coming from a southern ton, widow and sole executrix of William D. ce 
ney ? the course of future operations. The complaints man, and still more deeply regret it coming from | Cheever, deceased; é a 
ead made against the President I could take up, and I | Georgia. Sir, [ cannot believe it reflects either the The bill for the relief of Thomas Brownell; ote 
no think successfully defend. He has from the first spirit or feelings of the State we represent. The The bill for the relief of Susan E. Gordon; a1 a 
t of shown great anxiety to prosecute with vigor the | fear of no question will induge them to retard the The bill for the relief of William G. Davis, and * a 
var, war. I doubt not that he has used all the means | march of our country in fulfilling its high destiny. | Mary Aun, his wife; y *€ 
peo- laced at his disposal as judiciously as the time Ours will in time be an ocean-bound republic. The bill for the relief of Hobson Johns; “4 
» of and circumstances would permit. Many of us are’ Upon every hill will float the banner of freedom, The bill for the relief of Samuel Bell, a native of Ris 
war wiser after the happening of events than before | and in every valley will be reared an altar to agri- || the Cherokee nation; st 
the they transpired, and not a few delight in showing | culture and to peace. Not by war and conquest, The bill to compromise the claims of the heirs ws 
cy? our wisdom by criticising actions after their per- | but by the liberal spirit of our free institutions, | or legal representatives of John Smith T; under a 4 
pre formance, which we could not very well have di- | will this work be accomplished. Spanish grant; 

Cia. rected before. It is, however, soothing to our It should be the part of wise and practical states- The bill providing for the payment of the claim . 
ita vanity to wind up our criticisms by insisting that | men to guide with discretion this onward move- || of Walter R. Johnson against the United States; a8 
‘ing it was all plain to our sagacious intellects before. | ment to its final completion. But he who hesi- The bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 

lec. The army has not advanced so rapidly as the | tates and falters too long will be crushed by its || Jones; 3 

or President had wished, and a controversy has || progress. I have yet an abiding confidence in the The bill for the relief of Milledge Galphin, exec- ‘ * 
poe sprung up as to who is to blame. I think if the |, patriotism of the people. The question of sla- || utor of the last will and testament of George Gal- pod 
ty, American people were polled, and they would all |! very bears now a threatening aspect, but I shall, | phin, deceased; yD 
: answer traly, that four-fifths of them would say | with a patriot’s faith, discharge my duty to the The bill authorizing the payment of a sum of . 4 
: , that they believed there would have been no more || country, and trust that the tempest-cloud will pass || money to Robert Perkis; a Me 
ng fighting after the battles of the 8th and 9th of May. || off without harm to the republic. The bill for the relief of Charleg M. Gibson; a 
ant Taking into the calculation the impoverished and || I will not suffer myself to believe that we shall An act granting a pension to P®trick Kelley; ee 
‘ distracted condition of Mexico, the supposition’|| ever want men or money to prosecute successfully The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow ne fs 
he was reasonable. General Taylor thought so, or || this war. Without money and without clothes, || of Charles Pistole, deceased; a 
od he would not have complained at the number of || the sons of revolutionary fathers will march atthe || The bill for the relief of Richard Bloss and oth- ‘OS 
. soldiers sent to his assistance. The army moved bidding of their country, to battle for her honor | €rs; a a 
i} slowly, and I doubt not that the commander confi- and defend her rights. ; Nor will I shrink back at An act for the relief of Joshua Shaw; ‘ asa 
: dently expected propositions for peace. He did | the frightful spectre of fanaticism, nor yield a right, rhe bill for the relief of Thomas H. Noble; Ah e 
- not desire to shed any more blood than was abso- | to escape its foulest machinations. No, sir; the The bill for the relief of James McIntosh; 1 
e lutely necessary to secure an honorable peace. || God that guided and shielded the country in its The bill for the relief of George Roush; ae 
= This same expectation prevailed when the army fearful struggle for independence, is still our God. | The bill for the relief of Fernando Fillany; =i 
a was marched to Monterey. No battle was ex- | Many a paltry, time-serving politician, who esti- |, The bill for the relief of Joseph F. Caldwell; OV 
c ected; and the best excuse offered for the capitu- || mates his selfish purposes higher than the Consti- | ‘The bill for the reliet of Peter Engels, sen.; and a 
d ation was the belief that even then the Govern- \| tution of his country, will be dead, and many 1} The bill to authorize the settlement of the ac- ae “h 
i ments might be making terms of peace. || others will be driven from the councils of the na- || counts of Joseph Nourse, deceased, cf 
= I am in favor of adopting the most effectual | tion, shrouded with that black and bloody mantle || | Mr. ASHLEY spoke against this bill; and was ; ng 
. course for obtaining peace, and securing the || with which they threatened to obscure the bright || followed by Messrs. JOHNSON, of Maryland, ‘ae 
’ rights of the country. The plan suggested by || prospects of their country. I shall oppose every || and BERRIEN, in its favor. a3 

Ly the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ca.uown] | proposition by which the progress of the war may Mr. TURNEY moved to lay the bill on the 2 ‘i 
® it seems to me is the most certain and practi- || be checked, by unnecessary or mischievous anti- | table; and the question having been taken, it was 2 
" cable; and 1 shall not repeat it. His arguments | cipation. decided in the negative. : ; as 
. are strong, if not conclusive. We prosecute the | But I must say to those gentlemen who flatter | The question then recurring on ordering the bill ba 
mn war to procure a peace. It seems to me that a || themselves that now or hereafter the South will || to be engrossed for a third reading, it was decided 4 
z common interest will unite the people of Mexico, || suffer herself to be degraded to preserye friendly || in the affirmative; and the bill was subseqeently Fy 
; as your army advances. If you pause on some | relations with the North, that they make a sad mis- | read a third time, by unanimous consent, and og 
, safe and convenient line; her dissensions will be || calculation. I know the South, and the feelings of || passed. ee 
: more likely to operate in favor ofa treaty, than || her generous people. They will lay no burdens || The bill for the relief of Captain Jesse D. Elliott : 2 
continual invasion. If no treaty shall be made for | upon other sections of the Union. They will re- || was considered in Committee of the Whole. - 
. five years, the additional expense over theordinary | — no sacrifices—make no exactions. They love || Mr. CAMERON explained and advocated the va 
d expenses of the Government would not exceed five || the Union, and will labor to preserve it, so long as || bill; and a debate ensued, in which Messrs. ee te 
F millions annually in maintaining a sufficient force it can be preserved consistently with honor. But || WESTCOTT, DAVIS, DAYTON, BADGER, ae a 
. > martes our position. At the end of that time |, with all their devotion to the Union, there is not a || and others, participated; when : as 
: here would not be a Mexican on this side the de- | man, woman, or. child among them, but would | The question was taken on ordering the bill to eo 
; signated line, but such as preferred to bea citizen | sooner see the bright, sunny South, riven by an || be engrossed, and decided in the negauve. 3 
of our Government? Within the country there | earthquake from the continent, and floating like an On motion, the Senate adjourned. a 
would be, by that time, citizens enough to protect |, iceberg upon the ocean, than see her sons submit at 
themselves without an army. TI have full confi- || to outrage and degradation. re 
dence, that we can, with our arms, pass through || This fair land of ours should be the peaceful pa- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. e 
every part of Mexico; but I doubt whether the || trimony ofa band of brothers. The South earnestly Wepnespay, February 17, 1847. ‘ae 
country would be subdued, and a permanent peace | and honestly desires to preserve and strengthen the The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. s : 
secured. Whatever course may be supposed most || golden chain that binds us together; and when its . : a : : Gs 
| efficient, that course will have my hearty co-oper- | links shall be severed by the ruthless folly of fanat- | The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- ae: 
| ation. I shall vote for the bill placing the three || icism, the blow will not be given by a southern || Ne8s to be the bill to regulate the mileage of mem- oa 
millions of dollars at the disposal of the President. || arm, while she will receive its infliction with un- |, bers of Congress; jn ee that the mileage tad 
If he can use it for the benefit of the country, very || flinching firmness and unfeigned regret. shall be computed according to the shortest mail- ies 
‘ well; if not, it will not be lost to the treasury. I) Mr. MANGUM made some remarks in relation |, routes.) <5 
regret the amendment proposed by my colleague, || to the action of the Legislature of the State of The pending question being on the demand for a 
and shall vote against it. It appears to me to be || North Carolina, to which the Senator from Geor- | the previous question, ey 
nothing but a little display of party tactics, which | gia had alluded, by way of correcting what he Mr. SAWYER rose, and endeavored to make a as 
will defeat the end it is proposed to serve. We are || considered to be a misapprehension on ‘the part of | personal explanation, (in substantiation, he said, 7 oe é 
in a war; and can any one point out the propriety | that honorable Senator. | of certain charges which he had heretofore pledged 8 
sey, | any ines ~ the bre ae when the | _ Mr. BUTLER intimated his intention to ad- | sag [Me Cu against the gentleman from New aie 
: intend to surrender all theadvan- | dress the Senate upon this subject to-morrow; and, ork,) (Mr. ren) ‘eet 
tages which have resulted from the conflict? Will || on motion of Mr. MANGUM. the bill was passed Objections were a. ee 
it alarm Mexico and make her sue for peace? Will | by forthe present. z Mr. SAWYER moved a suspension of the rules. re 
she be less disposed to continue the struggle when || y P . | The SPEAKER stated that a motion to suspend t. 
we inform her in advance that she shall lose no- | PRIVATE BILLS. . || the rules would not be in order; first, because there 4 
thing by its continuance ? |, ‘The Senate then proceeded to the consideration || was a special order, which precluded that motion; a 
I cannot think the amendment will serve a valu- || of the private calendar, when the following bills | and, secondly, because the previous question had ae 
able ee for the people of this country. We || were severally considered in Committee of the || been asked on a separate subject; and, pending ee 
sought to avoid a war with Mexico, and hence | Whole, and, after having been explained, were || that question, no motion to suspend the rules was a 
this is not a war of conquest; but I am in favor of || severally ordered to be engrossed, and were subse- || in order. ; es 
reaping all its a gy results, as we must suffer | quently read a third time and passed: | The question recurring on seconding the demand fg 
the evils inflicted by its progress. Ifthe country || The bill to amend the act to authorize the Secre- || for the previous question, (on the bill to regulate i bs a 
now in possession of our arms, had still been held || tary of State to liquidate certain claims therein |, the mileage of members of Congress, ) it was taken, a 
by Mexico, without a conflict, I should have been jae 18, 1844; | and decided in the affirmative. % 
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which was geconded. The main question was or- 
dered; and being taken, the bill was passed, 


Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs, by leave of the House, reported a bill 
making further provision for an additional number 
of general officers, and for other purposes, 

Mr. CARROLL asked to have the bill read. 


Mr. HARALSON moved to commit the bill to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. Agreed to. 


Mr. CARROLL rose and asked if he did not re- | 


quesi to have the bill read. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. CARROLL then asked if his request had 
been properly made. 

The CHAIR assented, and said, as the bill was 
committed, it was too late to have it read. 

Mr. SAWYER asked the unanimous consent of 
ihe House to make a personal explanation. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. 8S. moved that he have leave to proceed; 
and, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the leave 
was granted, 

Mr. 5. then @se and read his personal explana- 
tion, having (he said) taken the precaution to com- 
mit it lo writing, touching the matters before re- 
ferred to, 

Mr. 8. having concluded, 

Mr. CULVER rose and asked leave to say a 
few words in reply. 

Several members called on Mr. C. not to do so. 

Mr. RATHBUN also expressed that wish, re- 
marking that there was not a gentleman here who 
would rise and say that the statement read had 
even touched his colleague, [Mr. Curver.] 

Mr. CULVER thereupon yielded the floor, re- 
marking, that as the House seemed to think no 
reply ought to be made, he would yield to the ad- 
vice of his friends, and offer none. He would 
leave ihe member, his charges, and his proof, to 
be passed on by the House. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, from the select committee to 
whom was referred the memorial relative to the 
deaf and dumb, reported a ** bill to promote edu- 
cation of the indigent deaf and dumb.”’ 

The bill was read a first and second time and 
committed. 

Mr. WM. W. CAMPBELL, from the select 
committee on the subject of the consular system, 
reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That bills 629 and 630, being bills for 
the revision of the consular system, and for the 
carrying into effect certain provisions in the treaties 
with China and ‘Turkey, be made the special order 
for the 23d day of February, instant. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Avreed to. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communications: 

I. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the 
provision of the third section of the act entitled 
**An act to carry into effect the treaties concluded 
by the Chickasaw tribe of Indians on the 20th Oc- 
tober, 1832, and 24th May, 1834,’ a statement of 
various Chickasaw funds for the year 1846. Which 
letter and statements were Jaid upon the table and 
ordered to be py inted 

Il. A communication from the Secretary of State, 
transmilting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 9th instant, a 
communication from Aaron Palmer, of New York, 
relating to the productions, trade, and commerce of 
the Oriental nations with which the United States 
have not made treaties. Which was referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs. i 


Ill. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in obedience to the act con- | 
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|| versed in constitutional law, he had been advised to 
|| present it. 


|, ject, praying, among other things, for the passage 
|| of an act clothing the circuit court of the United 

| States with jurisdiction to issue the writ of habeas 
|| corpus ad subjiciendum at the common law, to in- 
|| quire into causes of private detention or restraint, 
where an alien shall be a party; also, that appel- 
|| late jurisdiction may be extended to the Supreme 

| Court of the United States in certain cases; and 

_ also for legislative provision for entitling writs of 
error on final judgments in proceedings by habeas 
corpus ad subjiciendum to be heard by the Supreme 

Court of the United States in precedency of all 

other writs of error and appeals. The memorial 

| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The following bills of the Senate, which were | 


lying on the Speaker’s table, were taken up, read 
a first and second time, and referred to appropriate 
committees: 

An act to make attachments which are made un- 
der process issuing from the courts of the United 
States conform to the laws regulating such attach- 
ments in the courts of the States. 

An act providing for the building and equipment 
of naval steamships. 

An act to compensate John M. Moore. 

An act reviving certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years, 

The bill from the Senate entitled ‘* An act to 
establish a court at Key West, in the State of 
Florida, and for other purposes,” was then taken 
up, read three times, passed, and returned to the 
Senate. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON, from the Commit- 


tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill | 


for the benefit of sick and disabled scamen, re- 
ported the same without amendment. The bill 
was committed. 


Mr. C. B. SMITH, by leave, offered the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be 
prepared, and report to this House, a statement 
showing the names of the several pensioners who 
have been placed on the pension rolls since the 12th 
of October, 1835, when a report was made under 
the resolutions of the Senate of June 5th and 30th, 
1834, and March 3d, 1835: designating their rank. 
(if widows, the rank of their husbands,) annual 
allowance, the laws under which their pensions 
were granted, and the State or continental line in 
which they served; the date when placed upon the 
roll; their ages and deaths, as far as can be ascer- 
tained, and the State and counties in which they 
severally reside; also, the names, rank, and the 
counties and State in which they reside. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of H. Carrington, as executor of Mrs. 
Paulina Le Grand, deceased. Laid upon the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF THE REVENUE. 

Mr. McK AY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to increase the revenue de- 
rivable from duties on imports; also, for the sales | 
of the public lands to aid in the prosecution of the 
war with Mexico; which bill was read a first and 
second time and committed. 

Mr. McKAY gave notice that he would on Mon- 
day next move that the House resolve itself into 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 


cerning public contracts, passed April 21, 1808, and || 


the act of March 2, 1809, a statement of contracts 
made by the Treasury Department during the years 


1845 and 1846, of payments during the last fiscal || 


year for the discharge of miscellaneous claims, and 
of the.expenditures for the same time for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen from the marine hos- 
pital fund. Which letter and statement were laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER said he had received, and had 
in his possession for several days past, a memorial 
of a person claiming to be a subject of Great Brit- 
ain, and that he had entertained doubts as to the 
right of such person to memorialize Congress. 


But, upon consultation with some gentlemen well || 


for the purpose of considering this bill. 
Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the amendments of the Senate | 


|| to the bill making appropriations for the payment | 


of revolutionary and other pensions of the United | 
States for the year ending June 30, 1848, reported | 
the same with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS inquired of Mr. McKay what | 
would be the probable cost of this bill to the treas- | 
ury? 

Mr. McKAY went into an explanation consist- 
ing mainly of statistical details. 


Mr. DAVIS inferred from the expieities that | 


the bill would cost the Government between $30,- 
000 and $40,000 a year, even as the pension roll | 


now stood; but the war must largely and rapidly || tion of the bill it was provided that a geologist 


It is a memorialof John A. Barry, a British sub- | 


) Mr. JOHN 








Feb. 17, 
| this bill. He saw no need shatuter of 0} = 
cnmbrous machinery and so large an expe 
of the public money. He trusted this wo 
be tolerated at a time when the state of th 


all this 
nditure 
uld not 


© treas. 
| ury was so low, and when the people were 5,)\,. 
jected to such an onerous taxation. He moved to 


lay the amendment on the table. 

The CHAIR stated that if the amendment 
should be laid on the table it would carry the )j\| 
with it. 

Mr. DAVIS said he was aware of that: that 

/ was what he wanted. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD denied that the bill woulg 
create any new charge upon the treasury. When 
the banks did the business, it was very true that 
they received no direct allowance; but they gota 
full remuneration for the service they performed by 
the large sums placed in deposite with them. §5 
far from increasing the expenses of the Govern. 
ment, this was a measure of economy. 

Mr. DAVIS inquired whether the bill did nox 
put the same sums into the hands of these agents as 
had before been placed in deposite with the banks? 

Mr. BRODHEAD ae te the negative; this 

» was prohibited by the amendment. 

After some inquiries by Mr. STEWART— 

Mr. RATHBUN explained. These agents could 
not use the money, because the subtreasury law 
prohibited it. The banks had done this, as the 
deposites were used as so much bank capital, on 
which they made their profits; but under this bill 
it could not be done. He went on to give some 
instances of the abuses under the bank system in 
the payment of these pensions, and insisted much 
on the limitations in the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered, viz. Will the House concur with the com- 
mittee in their amendment to the amendments of 
the Senate? It was decided in the affirmative. 

The question was then taken on concurring with 
the Senate in their amendments as amended, and 
it was decided by yeas and nays as follows: Yeas 
97, nays 51. 

So the amendments of the Senate as amended 
were agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved the usual resolution to 
limit the debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
bill to establish an additional land district in Wis- 
consin, to five minutes after the committee shall 
have again resumed its session. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved to amend the 

_ resolution by increasing the time half a minute. 

Mr. DOUGLASS accepted Mr. Smiru’s amend- 
ment. 

The resolution was then, under the operation of 
the previous question, agreed to. 


TERRITORIAL BILLS. 


The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on territorial business, (Mr. Rev- 
BEN CHapMan in the chair.) 

The bill to establish an additional land district 

' in the Territory of Wisconsin was taken up. 

Mr. SAWYER withdrew the amendment here- 
tofore offered by him. 

. ROCKWELL moved to amend 
the second section of the bill, so as to set apart 
section thirty-six in each township, in addition to 
the sixteenth section, for purposes of education. 
Disagreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill, but subsequently modified his 
amendment as below. He said that this was a 
very important bill, and if it should pass in its 
present form, not an acre of these cers lands 
would be sold by the Government till the price 
came down to one dollar and twenty-five cents. 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND commenced an explana- 

‘tion and defence of the provisions of the bill. 

| When, on motion of Mr. VINTON, the com- 

| mittee rose; and, in the House, the limit of the 

_ debate was extended to one hour. — : 

| And the House again resolved itself into Com- 

| mittee of the Whole on the bills relating to terri- 

| tories, : 

Mr. VINTON now moved to amend the bill so 

as to provide that the price of the mineral lands 

should remain at five dollars. By the second or 


increage it. All these duties were formerly per- | to make a professional exploration and examina- 


| formed without the cost of a single cent to the Gov- 
ernment, and with more facility and safety than 
would be accomplished in the mode proposed in 





| tion of the mineral tract, and to rt what sec- 
| tions contained one ore and what did not; and 
| all the lands where he reported no mineral to exist 
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were to sell at the ordinary Government minimum. 1 
The sections in which he reported mineral to exist 
were then to be set up at five dollars; if not sold 
within a year, the price was to be reduced to two 
jollars and fifty cents; and if unsold one year more, 
they were to come down to one dollar and twenty- | 
five cents. ‘ | 
Now, all who would go into this tract of land | 
would be adventurers and speculators, and they | 
not ry rnd hired persons to go and squat 
upon the ands where copper mines were known 
1 exist. These persons would have law and 
everything in their hands, and would combine to 
prevent purchasers from ve the land they 
held; no man would so far risk his personal safety 
ssto dare to bid. Thus the Government would | 
never sell a foot of this land, and these land bullies 
would continue to maintain a sort of occupation till 
the two years were expired, when the speculators | 
who had hired them would come in and get the 
land at $1 25. This would certainly be the course | 
of things if the law retained its present shape. He 
would keep the price at $5. | 
On this motion to amend, a regular land debate i 
arose, which occupied the hour. 
Mr. GORDON could not see the necessity of | 
selling these lands atall. He thought gentlemen | 
were over anxious to get them sold. However, || 
he supposed it was decreed that sold they should 
be. But why this ,hot haste? Why establish a i] 
land office where the lands were not either exam- || 
ined or surveyed, and establish here a system of || 
craduation after refusing it everywhere else? He || 
thought $5 an acre was a low price for land con. || 
taining valuable copper mines, and he was in favor || 
of the amendment. 
Mr. COLLAMER thought that gentlemen had | 
entirely misapprehended the bill. It had nothing |, 
to do with the copper mines of which so much was || 
said. He explained the difference of the state of || 
things in Michigan and Wisconsin: the land in the i 
former was valuable only for the mineral it con- | 
tained; while in the latter, though there were min- 1 
eral tracts, much of the land was good for pur- | 
poses of agriculture. Here no man could enter || 
more than one hundred and sixty acres. He was | 
opposed to the principle of graduating the price of | 
| 
| 








land by the time it had remained unsold; the prin- || 
ciple was utterly false and deceptive. But no harm 
could grow out of the graduation feature in this 
bill, which he considered of little moment; because || 
land where mineral was known to exist would sell | 
at $5, and where it was not, $1 25 was enough for | 
arable land. 
Mr. GORDON warmly opposed the graduation | 
clause. It was on a more rapid scale than ever || 
had been heard of or attempted before, and it pro- | 
ceeded wholly in the dark. 
Mr. McCLERNAND denied that this gradua- 
tion feature had been introduced as a precedent for || 
a general system, to be applied to the land system || 
generally; its only object was to secure as rapid a 
sale of the land as practicable. } 
Mr. GORDON insisted on his former ground. | 
Mr. McCLERNAND referred to the former | 
| 


| 


policy which had been pursued as to the mineral 
lands in Illinois, and the unprofitable result to the 
Government. He attributed the opposition to a 
jealousy on the subject of graduation generally. 
Mr. McCLELLAND urged the impropriety of 
establishing a land district and a land office in the 
midst of a wild district unexplored and unsur- |! 
veyed. He put the question to Mr. McCiernanp, || 
whether he supposed that any of those lands 
would be surveyed before the next session of Con- 


gress? 


j_blts MeCLERNAND said he hoped they might 


Mr. McCLELLAND maintained that by the 
system of holding up mineral lands in Michigan 
and Wisconsin, the Government had lost from half 
a million to a million of dollars. ‘There was much 
humbug in this noise about mining: none realized 
over 15 per cent. on the capital invested, and nine- 
tenths of those who et in the speculation | 











came out minus. He held it to be the best and 
soundest policy to sell the lands, and get them set- 
ted as fast as possible. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, supported 
Mr. Vinton’s amendment, and replied to Mr. Mc- 
CLELLaND; and, concurring in the opinion that all 
the mineral lots would sell at five dollars, hoped 
the lands would be sold, but that the graduation 
feature would be stricken out. 








Mr. RELFE advocated the bill as it stood, and 
opposed the amendment. 


Mr. POLLOCK very zealously opposed gradu- | 
He believed this bill was | 


ation in every form. 
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gotten up for no purpose in the world but a grand | 


mineral speculation. 
from a geologist would be a most uncertain guide 
as to where mineral would be found. In Penn- 


He contended that a report | 


sylvania, that plan had not reached the results ex- | 


pected from it. The gentleman who made the 


|| report stood at the head of his profession; but land 


in that State reported to have contained mineral 
had been found to contain none at all; while other 
spots not marked proved rich in mines. Lands 
there declared worth nothing at all were now sell- 
ing at five hundred dollars an acre. The gradua- 
tion plan would work practically as an inducement 
not to buy. 

The debate was closed at the appointed time. 

Mr. VINTON modified his amendment so as to 
strike out, in the fourth section, the words follow- 
ing, viz: 

«At such price, nor shall be entered at private sale within 
twelve months, then the price shall be reduced to two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre; and if the said lands shall not 


\!*be sold at such reduced price within twelve months after 


such reduction, then the same shall he subject to sale as 
other public lands ;”” and to insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


441 





discussion of this exciting question with gentlemen 
from the North, particularly from his own State. 
He had hoped that the division among the Demo- 
cratic portion of the Ohio delegation would not be 
made the subject-matter of new issues among them- 
selves. Butnotso. Within the last two days, the 
discussion had been forced upon them. He had 
been dragged, with the major portion of the Rep- 
resentatives of the free States—his own among the 
number—before the people of Ohio and before this 
nation, by his colleague from the northwest dis- 
trict, [Mr. Sawyer,] in language and terms that 
could not be passed by without notice. 

In the remarks of the gentleman, as reported in 
the * Intelligencer,’ the friends of the Wilmot 
proviso are dragged before the people of Ohio in 
these terms: ‘* Mr. Sawyer would call on the 
‘ farmers of Ohio to mark well the course of cer- 
* tain professed Democrats in regard to this meas- 
‘ure, 

Mr. SAWYER (Mr. F. yielding for explana- 


tion) said it would be remembered, when his at- 


| tention had been called to the remarks he made the 


other day (as published in the Intelligencer) by 


his colleague from the seventeenth district, [Mr. 


lowing: “they shall be subject to entry at private sale at | 


that price.” 


[The effect of this amendment is to prevent the |) 
sale of mineral lands for a less sum than five dol- | 


lars per acre. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, moved to amend 
the third section by inserting, after the word * sit- 


/uated,’’ in the ninth line, the following: ‘at an 


time prior to the day of sale fixed by the Presi- 
dent.”? 


[The effect of this amendment is to give to occu- | 


pants or lessees of public mineral lands the right 
to purchase at private sale, at the rate of five dol- 
lars per acre, subdivisions not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres.] 

Mr. MARTIN moved to add the following pro- 
viso to the sixth section; which was disagreed to: 

‘* Provided, That the President may, in the first instance, 
appoint a receiver for said district, who shall act as mineral 
agent, with such powers and compensation as have hereto- 
fore been possessed and received by similar officers appoint- 
ed under direction of the War Department.” 

The committee rose and reported the bill to the 
House as amended. 


Mr DOUGLASS moved the previous question. | 


Not seconded. 


Fries,] and by one or two other of his colleagues, 
that he had stated that he was not correctly report- 
ed. He did notcharge the reporter with doing him 
injustice intentionally: far from it. He was one 


| of the best reporters, probably, that this country 


had ever had. But in the report he had omitted 


|} some things which he had said; and there were 
/ some things in the report which he di. not say. 


He had said to the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Kina,] and had called his [Mr. K.’s] atten 

tion to the fact—to which he assented—that he di 

not include in the category of members who were 
opposing the Administration all who voted for 
the ** Wilmot proviso,” but made particular allu- 
sion to certain individuals, and exonerated that 
gentleman [Mr. Fries] and the balance of his col- 
leagues from the charge. This was omitted in the 
report; and in his written spee:h he should sup- 


| ply the omission. Mr. 8. believed the gentleman, 
'and a very large majority of his Democratic col- 


| leagues, had done everything, by act and vote, 


The amendment of the Committee of the Whole || 


was concurred in, and the bill ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. It was engrossed, 
read a third time, and passed. 


within the compass of their power, to support the 
Administration in every measure it had recom- 


| mended. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER wished, as the gen- 
tleman did not allude to a majority of his col- 
leagues, that he would specify to whom he did 
allude. ; 


Mr. SAWYER said he referred to certain indi- 


| viduals, and to his friend from the Mansfield dis- 


| trict, (Mr. Brinkernorr,] as not supporting gen- 


The House then again resolved itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on Territorial bills, (Mr. 


Hopkins in the chair.) 


The bill establishing the Territorial Government | 
‘| tween those of my colleagues who have uniformly 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, moved to amend | 
the bill by striking out the word “ Itasca,’’ wher- | 


of Itasca was then taken up. 


ever occurring, and inserting in lieu thereof, the 
word ** Minnesota.”’ 


Mr. FRIES obtained the floor, and remarked, || 
that he had no apology to offer for occupying the | 


time of the committee, as there was no member on 


this floor who had troubled the House less than he || 


had during the present Congress. He had come 
into this Congress with a strong aversion to speak- 
ing, and it still continued. He had no ambition to 
stand in any other position than that of a silent 
member. That was his natural position, for all 


erally the Administration; and all the rest he 
exonerated in his mind then, as he did publicly 
now. 

Mr. FRIES (resuming). I can see no line of 
distinction drawn in the gentleman’s remarks be- 


supported the Administration and those whom he 
is pleased to denominate as ‘ recreant to the prin- 
ciples of Democracy.”’ I took the trouble to call 


| upon the reporter who reported the speech, and he 


declared that he believed it to be correctly reported. 
I took it for granted that a very large portion at 
least of the remarks reported in the Intelligencer 
were correct; because, if they were incorrect, it 
was his duty to have corrected the matter at once, 


‘and not to have permitted it to go to the world 


his habits and pursuits in life were calculated to || 


make him anything else than an interesting public 
speaker. 
time, were it not that he was surrounded by cir- 
cumstances which demanded from him a passing 
notice of what transpired in this Hall within the 
last two days. He was disinclined to the labor of 


He should have remained silent at this | 


{ 
i 
| 


i 

t 

] 
i 


uncontradicted, as is customary with gentlemen 
who disown the reports. And itis the part which 


the gentleman has not yet disavowed to which I 


wish to offer a few remarks. Whether that por- 
tion of the Democratic party to which the gentle- 
man refers as not having sustained the Adminis- 
tration be good company or bad company, I am 
not to say; but in the gentleman’s remarks I find 
myself placed in this category. 1am not aware of 
any vote upon any important measure—upon any 


writing out a speech, and whatever he said here he || of the measures which have divided the two great 


wished printed as delivered; for he had no ambi- 


parties of the present day, involving principles on 


tion to have speeches circulated as his own, over | which I have not voted with the Democracy. 


his own State and the Union, that he had never 
spoken and never wrote out, as was the habit of 
some; and he was not so fortunate as to have the 
services, in this line, of an ex-editor of a defunct 
journal to write out speeches for him. 


Mr. F. had been anxious to avoid any discus- \ 


i} 


| 


But we are held up here as “ disorganizers.’’ 
Sir, If I were in my own district, in the midst of 
persons who know me better, it would be entirely 
unnecessary for me to define my position; it would 
be a work of supererogation there. But here, where 
I am known to a very limited extent, and as 


sion at this time with gentlemen on this side, upon | throughout the country at large I can scarcely be 


the question involved in the ‘* Wilmot proviso;”’ 
but he had been especially anxious to avoid any 


l 


known at all, I think it all-important that I should 
occupy a portion of the time of the committee um 
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mark, that I have not in my whole life been class- 
ed as a disorganizer, either here or clsewhere. 1 
have never been charged with belonging to the fac- 


tion that has done much to disorganize the Demo- | 
cratic party in Ohio; | have never been their friend | 


or adviser. Not so with my colleague behind me 
{Mr. Sawver.] But a very short time has passed 
since he was known in Ohio as belonging to a fac- 
tion of disorganizers in the Democratic party. 

Mr. SAWYER was understood to desire the 
gentlemen to specify. 

Mr. FRIES. 


man was known as a disorganizer in Ohio; asa 


**soft’’ in Ohio. It is true, since he came here, he | 
has occupied the position of what is termed a | 
‘‘hard;’’ but I judge him by the company he keeps, || 
and if he is to be judged of in this way, he is still | 


a ** soft;’’ because he is unquestionably the bosom 
friend and adviser, at all times, of that class of pol- 
iticians when they come to the city of Washing- 
ton. I know very well when the great issue be- 


tween the bank and anti-bank party was made in | 


1846, a flock of hungry, disappointed softs found 
their way to this city, and were found side by side, 
cheek-by-jowl, with my colleague, laying plots in 
this city for a separate organization of the Demo- 
eratic party in Ohio. Whether the gentleman is 


men as your George Haswells and your Tom 
Drinkers associating and advising with my col- 
league, I cannot but believe that he is identified in 
one and principles with them, Sir, I never 

ave been a friend of these men, who came on 
here and predicted the defeat by forty or fifty 
thousand votes of the Democratic party in Ohio. 
Can the gentleman say his skirts, too, are clear 
from the contact of these men? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, as far as they can be. 

Mr. FRIES. It is somewhat singular that he 
should have been picked out as the special friend of 
such men, if he had not been favorable to them. 

Mr. SAWYER, (in his seat.) Probably the 
gentleman is somewhat jealous ? 

Mr. FRIES. Ihave never associated with such 
men; and when gentlemen do, as a general rule, 


we have good reason to believe they are friendly | 


to their cause. 


The gentleman talks about “ disorganizers.”’ | 
Disorganizers! We know who were disorganizers | 


in Ohio; and there never was so broad a line drawn 
between the softs and the hards as there would have 
been had not the sofls reluctantly come in, after 
finding they could do no serious injury, and sus- 
tained the cause in a left-handed manner. 
are disposed to rule or ruin in Ohio? Is it the 
gentlemen with whom IL associate that stood up for 
the great issues of 1846? No, sir; but men of the 
very stamp and color I have already alluded to. 


I have never been classed with men who got up 


the ** West Union Meeting.”’ That was at a pe- 


riod anterior to that to which I have alluded. I |, 
have nothing further to say on that subject; it is | 


of too delicate a nature for me to refer to. It is 
snificient for me to say I have had no part or lot 
in that scheme of disorganization. 

But I have been arraigned before the farmers of 
Ohio, ‘The gentleman called upon the farmers of 
Ohio ‘* to mark well the course of certain professed 
Democrats in regard to the Wilmot proviso.”’ Ac- 
cording to the explanation he has made, he seems 
to have alluded tosuch men as my colleague from 
the Mansfield district, [Mr. BrinkeruorrF.] 


The gentleman sets himself up here as a pattern | 
for consistency and adherence to the Administra- | 
tion, and attempts to lash those who have been | 


more faithful than he. 
born zeal for the President? 


nor extend to him the common courtesies due from 
one gentleman to another? Does it extend back 


to that period when we heard those loud peals of 


j 
| he now sus 


| matter before the people of Ohio. ae object on 
_ the present occasion is to meet it. T 


But a short time since the gentle- | 
| proper to pursue hereupon the ** Wilmot proviso.” 


_ heard) was inferred to have inquired of his col- 


| proviso, by being attached to it, would defeat the | 
| $3,000,000 bill asked by the President to enable | 
_him to negotiate for peace ? 
one of the party I do not say; but when I see such | 


| pired since, show that it did strengthen it here. | 


| disposed to seek the company of the South, in 
Who. 
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| 
setting myself right, not only here but elsewhere. i 
I choose not at this time to reply to the term “ dis- | 
organizers’ directly; yetl may be permitted to re- | 





for doing that which he himself failed to do—he | 
having voted against the bill throughout. And I | 


_ wish it understood that I, although in favor of the | 


proviso, should still have yoted for the bill had that | 
proviso failed, because I knew well that in future | 
legislation in regard to territorial governments, we 
had the power to prevent the recognition of slaves 


| 


Sir, the gentleman has made a new issue on this 
at issue is 
based mainly upon the different courses which 
gentlemen from the State of Ohio have thought | 
I have very little to say about that question : 7 
object is merely to remark that I now am, and al- | 
ways have been, in favor of that proviso. I ap- | 
prove of it, because I know it is approved of by | 
the people of Ohio—at least by the people of my | 
district; and that is sufficient for me. [am opposed | 
not to slavery where it now is and where it has | 
been, but to the further extension of it. 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM here interposed, and (not | 


league whether he did not believe that the Wilmot | 


Mr. FRIES, (in reply.) I came to the canclu- | 
sion here a short time before the bill was brought | 
up, that it would strengthen, instead of defeating | 
the bill, if it were adopted; and facts that have trans- | 


What influence it may have in the other House, it | 
is not my duty to inquire. I look, first and fore- 
most, when a question presents itself, to the will | 
of my constituents, and then to the prospect of car- 
rying it here. ? 
disposed to make war upon a measure because of | 





| acertain proviso which this House may think it | 
| their duty to attach, let the responsibility fall upon 
| their heads—it will not rest upon me. 


Mr. SAWYER interposed, and (Mr. F. yield- | 
ing) said, as his colleague had talked about the | 
company he (Mr. S.) kept, he wished to show the 
gentleman what company he was found in, in vo- | 
ting for the ** Wilmot proviso.’’ On agreeing to | 


| that proviso, there were for it: Whigs 62, Demo- 


crats 53. Against it: Whigs 23, Democrats 83. | 
That was the company his colleague was found | 
in! against the great body of the Democrats, and | 
with the great body of the Whigs. 
Mr. FRIES, (resuming.) If the gentleman is | 

| 

preference to us of his own State, I am perfectly | 
willing he should go over. I have no anxiety to | 
keep him in the traces. He has thrown himself, | 
soul and body, and—I had like to have said some- 
thing else—into the scale of the South; and I am | 


| disposed to let him stay there. 


Mr. SAWYER. Eight of these very Whigs | 
voted for putting on this ‘* Wilmot proviso,” for | 
the purpose of killing the bill, and then voted 
against it afterwards; and four of them were from 
Ohio. 

Mr. FRIES. I might also state that certain | 
Democrats, who voted in committee against the | 
proviso, in the House, upon the yeas and nays, | 
where the record would go to the people, voted | 
for it. 

But, let me say once for all, I have no issue to 
make with gentlemen who voted differently from 
me on that bill; every man has the right to vote as 


he thinks proper; and I am now referring only to 


| Sawrer,] who has seen fit to arraign my course 
Whence comes this new- |, 
Does it date back to || to be distinct! 
to a period when that distinguished functionary || 
received his deep and loud curses? To a period || 


when he swore he would neither enter his house |! 


wish it 
understood, there are gentlemen 
here who stood up against this ‘* Wilmot proviso”’ 
from the very commencement, for whom I have 
the highest regard; but it strikes me this was not 
thecase with my colleague. He was shifting about 
from one side to the other, like Paddy’s flea; and it 
was only at the very time the vote was taken that 


and that of those with whom I acted. 


his indignant thunder against the navy, its officers, | we knew how he was going; and then he got on 


its organization, &c.? or shall we look to that period | 


when acertain midshipman’s warrant issued from 


broke out, Whether the Secretary of the Navy 
administered to him a diaphoretic, and brought his 
zeal to the surface, is not for me to say. But cer- 
tain it is, it hascome out suddenly. But how does 


the wrong side—against the North and in favor of 


| southern peculiar interests. 
that department? It looks fresh, verdant, lately | PO 


Mr. SAWYER. I have the right to take that 

course which I think best. 
Mr. FRIES. Certainly you have the right; and 
Hi I wish to inter- 


so has every man in this House. 


‘ fere with no man’s right in the slightest degree to 


tain the President? By abusing others | vote as he thinks proper. But the 


| 

| 

" or '| been left to me alone, I should most unquestion. 
a8 property; and without such recognition, slaves ] 1 

_ could not be held in that territory. 


| 
j 
' 
} 
{ 
| 
| 


} 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


If another branch of Congress is | 


} 
| 


| 
my colleague from the northwest district, [Mr. 
| 
| 
| 
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ks gentleman h 
| no right to arraign me for the exercise of the “a, 


| right. Iam ready to meet him before the peop! 
| of Ohio on the issue he is disposed to make with 
| his own colleagues. 
Sir, this “ Wilmot proviso” is a matter I hay. 
never sought to thrust upon this House. Haq it 


ably never have brought it into this House at this 
| time, But the question was thrust upon us; nor 
| by your Wilmots and Kings; not by gentlemen 
| now on this floor—not at all. We must look fyp. 
| ther back, and into a different section of the Union 
| to find the man or the men who forced this ques. 
| tion upon us. Sir, we must look back to the his. 
| tory of a certain man, now in the other branch of 
| Congress, who figured as Secretary of State not 
| two years ago; to his correspondence with Mr, 
| King, then our Minister at the Court of France 
| There was the commencement of this ‘ Wilmot 
| proviso”’ discussion. It was thrust upon the Amer. 

ican people —— then Secretary of State; and 
neither your Wilmots nor your Kings brought 
this discussion into this House. It was broug); 
| here by the American people, because upon the 





| American people had it thus been obtruded by a 


southern Secretary of State, who, in his correspond. 
ence with Mr. tow, commenced the discussion 
of the propriety or impropriety of extending the 
| institution of slavery to territory not then within 
our bounds. Then, for the first time, was the 
broad issue made to the people, and the appeal, 
to a part of them at least, that it was essentially 
| necessary for the institution of slavery that new 
| territory be added to the Union, for the purpose 
of maintaining and sustaining that institution. | 
deny that any gentleman on this floor, either Whig 
or Democrat, thrust this question upon the House, 
But after this question has thus been forced upon 
the American people, and by the American people 
is brought here—although gentlemen from the 
same section of the Union with the distinguished 
entleman who raised it, now seem to wash their 
ands of it, and are constantly blaming us for en- 
tertaining it, and declaring that we are distracting 
the Democratic party—it strikes me that we from 














|| the free States have at least a reasonable apology 


for meeting this question. Sir, we have met it; 
we have met itas becomes freemen, and I trust we 
shall so meet it in all time to come. But it was 
not sought by me, or T my friends, or by the peo- 
ple of the free States, but was thrust upon us by 
| gentlemen from the slave States. And gentlemen 
from the South now come here and say a sacrifice 
must be made of the Democratic party in the 
North, for the sake of subserving what they con- 
sider their interests on this question. I ask gen 
tlemen if it is incumbent on us, in the slightest de- 
gree, to make this sacrifice, after the question has 
been forced upon us by the South, and our people 
have come up and spoken with a unanimity never 
before known upon a question where there was so 
short a time for its consideration? I ask whether 
we, in meeting this question, should turn round 
and sacrifice ourselves? I hold that we are not 
| bound to do it. I hold that no gentleman from the 

South should ask us to doit. Do they not know 
| that whoever from the free States yields the point 
| isa doomed man? Every man knows as well as 
| that he has a soul within him that nine-tenths of 
the people of the free States are in favor of the 


“Wilmot proviso.”” Why, then, I ask, do our 
southern friends come here and ask us to sacrifice 
ourselves by voting against it? What safeguard 
would they have hereafter from the North against 
the encroachments of Federalism? Upon what 
have they had to rely but the Democracy of the 
North, who have always been found true to them, 
and true to their constitutional and just rights? 
Why, then, do they ask us to come up and do an 
act that will kill us, and will fill our seats with 
gentlemen of opposite politics? which will knock 
down every barrier that has been erected here 
against the encroachments of Abolitionists, and 
others who have frequently united with them upon 
this floor? 

Sir, in the course of my political life—and I 
know it has not been long—but in the course of 
my whole life, I never knew men ask at the hands 
of others that which seemed to me more utterly 
incompatible with common sense and common rea- 
son. Sir, they know very well that all the cher- 
ished measures pressed upon Congress by the Ad- 
ministration have been sustained by the Demo- 
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cracy of Chio; and yet they ask us to turn round || Virginia; the only reliable means through which | Constitution to do with territory not within the 


and commit an act of self-sacrifice, and fill our | 
seats with Whigs—with men of that political | 
complexion that must necessarily defeat all their |, 
measures! Gentlemen talk about our course here |, 
peing calculated—and I don’t know but they in- | 
sinuate intended—to defeat the Democratic par- |) 
ty, and with that defeat to bring about a restora- | 
tion of the Whig measures of a previous Whig || 
administration—the revival of the tariff act of 1842, | 
&c. Sir, let’ Whigs come up from Ohio, New || 
York, &c., in the place of Democrats of whose || 
course you now complain, and where will be your || 
tariff of 1846? Not one hour will elapse before a 
blow will be struck at that cherished measure of 
the South. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAN (interposing.) Does not || 
my colleague believe that if the principles of that || 
« Wilmot proviso’’ had been brought before Con- 
gress for adoption in a separate form, and not in | 
connexion with the three million bill, they would | 
have passed ? 

Mr. FRIES. The gentleman knows very well, 
and itis perfectly understood on all sides, that such 
a separate measure could not be brought in; that | 
it would have required a vote of two-thirds under 
the rules to have introduced it; and still, because || 
upon what seems to be a very unjust—I had almost || 
said ungenerous—request on the part of the South, 
we will not sacrifice ourselves, and thereby sacri- 
fice all the cherished measures of the South, except 
that involved in the “ Wilmot proviso,’’ we are | 
complained of, and charged with defeating the Ad- 
ministration ! 

But as I have been catechised here by my col- | 
league, (Mr. Cunnineuam,] | wish to ask him if | 
he would sustain the ** Wilmot proviso,”’ if it was 
brought up alone? 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. My votes show that 
Iam friendly to the “* Wilmot proviso,”’ so far as | 
the Missouri compromise is observed. 

Mr. FRIES. Then I understand the gentleman | 
to be opposed to it. 

As I have remarked, (said Mr. F.,) if our breth- | 
ren of the North yield to those unjust demands of | 
the South, I think it perfectly clear that the con- || 
sequence will be fatal to all the cherished measures | 
of the South. The vote on the tariff last summer | 
shows that the Whigs of the South do not go with 
the Democrats on that question; hence it is, that | 
these great measures of the republican party—free 
trade, and divorcing of the revenue of the Govern- 
ment from the banks of the country, and nearly all | 
the other great measures of the Democratic party, 
bs be lost, and the opposite Whig policy re- | 
stored. 

But my friend [Mr. Sawyer] says he is “in || 
favor of making men free, and keeping them free.”? || 
I would inquire whether it is reasonable to sup- |, 
pose—whether any man can suppose for one mo- || 
ment—that the addition of this territory to the 
United States, which is calculated and designed to 
strengthen, extend, and perpetuate the institution 
of slavery, is to ** make men free, and keep them 
free ?”” Vil any reasonable man presume that the 
conversion of territory now free into slave territory || 
can accomplish that object?) Why, nothing in the || 
world is more incompatible with common sense. | 

But the gentleman says, let the South have terri- | 
tory upon which to send them, (i. ¢. their slaves,) | 
and prevent them from sending their free negroes || 
into Ohio. Very well; if we give the South more {| 
territory upon which to place their slaves, is that |, 
one of the measures by which the gentleman in- |, 
tends “to make men , and keep them free?’’ || 
Will it not extend the market for this “ staple } 
commodity,” and thereby offer an additional in- |) 
ducement for persons enga ed in the production of 
this ** staple’® to continue it? Sir, it # the very | 
thing that would perpetuate slavery. Slaves are 
now being set free to some extent. Why? Not | 
from any very extraordinary quantum of consci- 
entiousness on the part of their owners, but be- 
cause they have ceased to be profitable in a very | 
large proportion of the slave States. That decla- 
ration is made by many of the presses of the slave 
States. In the hichaond Enquirer, in an article 
it published last fall, the broad ground was taken, 
end sustained by much tact and argument, that it 
was utterly impossible, in that portion of Virginia, 
to make the application of slave labor yield more 
than one half of one per cent. to the person em- 
ploying it; and it went on to say, that the slaves 
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| to be engaged in a laudable mechanical occupation || both purposes. 


S | tion sho ens gentlemen from the South rights |) it now is, upon soil where it now exists. 
had become “the staple article’’ of that region of |\ i 


antares Re 





to ‘*meet their foreign and domestic liabilities.” 
With all this before us, it is presumable that there 
they no longer rely upon their labor, but upon the 
production of this ‘* staple”’ ** to meet their foreign 
and domestic liabilities;”’ and the extension of the 
market, making that business more profitable, 
would necessarily prevent the ‘‘ making men free || ing numbers constituting a large majority of the 
and keeping them free.’’ |, American people, they are authorized to say what 
_ Well, has it come to this, that we are to add ter- || institutions shall be ingrafted upon the territory 
ritory to this Union by the force of war, by the || that may hereafter be brought in. 
best blood of this nation, by the acts and deeds of | Mr. WOODWARD. Does the gentleman say 
the North—that our farmers of the North are to || a majority of the people of this country have 


send away their sons to the battle-field to acquire | authority higher than the Constitution? 
Mr. FRIES. I say the Constitution has nothing 


territory, that when acquired, they may take their |, 

stand upon it as workmen, side by side with the | to do with it, whenever the question is decided by 

slaves of the South? Or do they not wish these || the sovereign people under the Constitution. 

slaves to be excluded from this territory ? | Mr. WOODWARD. Is the Constitution made 
Perhaps the gentleman had in his mind the || to restrain the minority, or to restrain the major- 

‘northern slaves,”” of which he spoke—those || ity? 

whom he called ‘slaves,’’ because they happened | Mr. FRIES. We may say it was made for 

But I wish it distinctly under- 
in some of our eastern States, in some branch of || stood that the Constitution never intended that the 
business connected with manufacturing. Sir, [|| minority should govern the majority. Never, 


; never. And none who hear me dare deny that at 


Union when the compromise was entered into? 
Mr. WOODWARD. The gentleman from Ohio 
says the Constitution gives the slave States no 
| rights beyond this Union: I would ask him what 
' rights beyond this Union it gives the free States? 
Mr. FRIES. It gives them this right: that hav- 


have an issue to make on that point with my col- || 


| league from the northwestern district. He made | least four-fifths of the American people are opposed 


one with me: I now present one to him. I wish || to the further extension of this institution: not a 
to understand if a very large and very respectable || man who knows anything about public sentiment 
pereen of the workingmen in this country are to || will question it. 

e called ‘ slaves,” because they may be connect- | Sir, this sentiment is not confined to the free 
ed with manufacturing operations, and to be put | States. I know full well that there are hundreds 
upon a par with the slaves of the South? Sir, I || and thousands of men in the South, in your slave 
hold that the man who works in a factory is just || States, that despise and detest this institution just 
as good as though he worked on a farm; and yet || as much as we do. I have no doubt about that 
in this Hall the gentleman gets up and calls all of | fact. I have been in the South, and have conversed 
them ‘ northern slaves,’’ and on a par with the '| time and again with gentlemen from the South, 
slaves of the South. I am not disposed to draw a |! owners of slaves, who are willing to admit that it 
line of distinction between the workingmen in || is notonly of doubtful propriety, in point of morals, 
other pursuits and those he denominates ‘‘ slaves,’’ || but unquestionably a dead weight upon many of 
because they are engaged in manufacturing, in the || the slave-holding States» Can it be otherwise, 
country. '| when the broad declaration is made in the very 

But, sir, that the anxiety for further territory is || heart of one section of this Union that slaves 
based upon a broad, undoubted desire on the part || have become the * staple commodity”’ there? If 


of southern gentlemen to extend the institution | it has come to that, that there is no other ‘* staple 


of slavery where it does not now exist, is obvious | commodity” than such as consists in the bodies 
from the remarks of southern gentlemen on this | and souls of men, then deliver us from that ‘ sta- 
floor during this session. Noonedeniesit. || ple.” I ask the men not engaged in rearing this 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM here made an inquiry, | ‘‘staple,’’ whether they canjook on with any other 
— ee et eG || feelings than those “ horror and dismay upon ~_ 

Mr. (in reply) repeated that the South |) proposition to extend and enlarge its cultivation an 
did ask to be allowed to take their slaves there, and || celal Sir, I venture to say now, if the peo- 
colonize them—not as freemen, but as slaves; and | ple of. Virginia were permitted to vote on the di- 
he asked gentlemen if there was any gentleman || He nsien. whose should not gradually 
— gery South who presumed to contradict || be abolished, they would vote for it. 1 have no 
that they did. | doubt of it. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I will say for the South, || Mr. SEDDON (Mr. F. yielding) wished mere- 
she asks no such permission of this House, or of | 7s say, asa Representative from Virginia on this 
the Congress of the United States. She claims to || floor, who ought to know rather more of the sen- 
be sicmtied to remain in the enjoyment of rights |) timents of that State than the gentleman from 
that the Constitution has given her; and she nei- || Ohio, wished, in his place, emphatically to deny 
ther asks your permission, nor does she regard | that there was any onek sentiment prevalent among 
your op — és x : " |, the people of his State as the — snags 

Mr. ES. eny the right on the part of | or that there was any majority of them opposed to 
the South to demand or receive at the hands of the || that institution. 
freemen of the country any right to extend slavery | Mr. FRIES. Probably, very probably, the 
over soil now free. || gentleman knows more about public sentiment 

Mr. WOODWARD. Weask none. | there than I do; yet | have expressed the opinion, 

Mr. FRIES. There is no constitutional pro- | and that from knowledge of the peepee pereng 
vision for it. been among them, and associated with them—an 

Mr. WOODWARD. Let us alone; let us | I have no sone to doubt I am correct. I may 
alone. | be wrong, however. 3 

Mr. FRIES. Let us alone! That is just what But, sir, while 1am upon the floor, permit me 
we want—let us alone. We ask that an institu- | to define my position in reference to this question— 
tion, in pn. Shee of ponte of right, — ma a | - —— . want 1 bees . be = fe of 
manity itself, frowned upon by the whole civilized | the South, and what | always have done, and in- 
and bristianized world—that an institution of tend to do in future, whenever a question of this 
that kind shall be excluded from any territory that | kind cones Ps eee slavery in any cee 
may come into the Union. And we intend to ex-| shape. ere lam known, no man in my dis- 
clude it. I take the broad ground that no further | _ is mopemne less of being nee a 
territory shall come into this Union with the insti- Iam: that term was never applied to me there. 
tution of slavery ingrafied upon it, unless it is | It is trne, my colleague has taken some pains (not 
found there when it comes in: notone single square | in the House) to classify me as a Giddingsite, and 
foot. And rather than see territory come in under | an Abolitionist. Sir, I have no connexion with 
such conditions, I shall take the broad ground | him or any of his schemes; I have never coéper- 
against the acquisition of all territory, even for the || ated with him, and I presume I never shall. His 
purpose of indemnity. I goin for free soil,or no | views and mine are very different as to the rights 
oa at ” ee me presen wee bea |, of this ie tg napa creas: <r ene, 

entlemen about the Constitution, just as | ever ing the trouble to notice his particularly 
though the a wane a the limits | I will define mine. I have no dis ee sir, nor 
of our Union. Sir, lam no lawyer;I don’t come have the Democracy of Ohio whom ave the 
here the expounder of the Constitution; but itis | honor to neuen te interfere in the slightest 
a most singular position to me, that the Constitu- | degree with the peculiar institution of the — as 

e have 
imits of this Union. What has the |! invariably repudiated what is called Abolitionism; 


beyond the 
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we have avers mood ep for the South upon all | Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 


questions looking as though inroads were to be | 
made upon the just and constitutional rights of the 
South. We expect to do it for all time to come. | 
In no instance oad we—and, I doubt not, that 
will be our course in future—trenched upon any | 
single right of the South under the Constitution. | 
For all time to come, let it be distinctly understood 
that I, for one, stand up in defence of the just and | 
constitvtional rights of the South, both here and | 
athome. But when they come in here and claim 
what I believe they have no right to claim, and | 
that in opposition to the will of the majority of | 
the people of the United States, and a majority on 
this floor, I then take it upon myself to stand in 
opposition to their grasping demands. 

Mr. LEAKE here interposed, and (the floor 
being yielded) was understood to remark, that gen- 
tlemen were declaring that the South was standing | 
here and asserting the prerogative, on the part of | 
this Government, to extend slavery where it does 
net now exist. He wished to call the attention | 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact, that so far | 
from that position being taken by any southern 
man, they Euacheimed the authority or power of this | 
Government to interfere to any extent whatever 
with the rights of slave-property in any territory 
hereafter to be acquired. We maintain (he said) 
that is a question to be left to the people of this | 
territory to decide, and with which this Govern- 
ment cannot interfere. 

Mr. FRIES. I think I understand the position 
of the gentleman, and I was not disposed to place | 
him in a false position. 

Mr. LEAKE, (in his seat.) Oh, no. 

Mr. FRIES. But I wish it distinctly under- 
stood that the South have no constitutional right 
to extend slavery where it does not now exist; and 
the majority of this House being of opinion that 
it should not be extended, have the right to pro- 
hibit it in the territory we may acquire. 

Mr. LEAKE. Has this Government the power | 
by its own action, to carry slavery into territory 
where it does not now exist? And if not, whence 
the power of the Government to prohibit it?) The | 
one power must necessarily involve the other, 

Mr. FRIES. Does the gentleman take the ground 
that slaves are property ? 
Mr. LEAKE. I do. 

they are property. 

Mr. FRIES. ‘Then, according to the gentleman’s 
own position, if slaves should be taken there by | 
southern gentlemen, it would require a special act 
of Congress in the establishment of a territorial 
government there to recognise them as property, 
or they would not be property. And I donot be- 
lieve that the framers of the Constitution ever 
intended we should exercise such a power. But 
if we blink the question now, and we are to get ter- 
ritory, how long will it be before the question 
would be brought up here again, and we be called 
to vote directly whether we will ingraft slavery 
upon that territory, or prohibit it? Sir, this ques- 
tion must come. It will be as well to meet it 
now. We may as well let the South know now 
what gentlemen intend to do. 
it would be acting unjustly towards them. 


I take the ground that | 


If I 
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Jones,] proved the other day that it was recog: | 


| nised and sustained by the Word of God; and any 


| and uses the following language, viz: ** And be- 


| the prohibiting of the further extension of this in- 


‘ 


| sorry to say, from a free State. 
_ of that ordinance the yeas and nays were demand- 


| foun 


| Say that all those men were Abolitionists ? 


| ernment. 


-abillfor the **Temporary government of the 
| Western Territory,” Jefferson, Chase,and How- 
ell, made a report, in which is found the following 
Wilmot proviso,” 
If we do not, [hold | 
| *there shall be neither slavery nor involuntary ser- 
had had control of the question, it should not have || 
been raised now; but inasmuch as it has been || 


thrust upon us, as we have seen, from the South— | 


inasmuch as it is up, [ repeat, it would be acting | 
unjustly if not ungenerously towards the South, 
not to give them fair warning now that we do in- | 


tend to prevent the further extension of slave ter- || 


ritory. 
Sir, we oppose the extension of this institution, | 
because we believe it to be incompatible with every | 
principle of right, of justice, and of Christianity ; 
we oppose it, because we believe the great mass of 
the civilized and Christianized world are against it; | 
we oppose it, because we know our constituents are | 
against it. We are not disposed to grant that this \] 
is a Divine institution, as some contend. We do | 
not believe it is tolerated by the plainest, common- || 
est principles of humanity, mane less by the doc- 
trine of God himself. It is true I don’t speak as 
the ** accredited organ of God Almighty,” like m 
friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Sims;] but T || 
speak the sentiments of my people; and I believe | 
that slavery is directly at war with the teachings 
of the Bible. It has been attempted on this floor | 
to prove that it is a Divine institution; an institu- | 


tion sanctioned by the law of Moses, and by the || 


\) slavery. 


Old and New Testaments. 


| guilty. 


_marks which I felt myse 


/out making an effort, at least, to defend myself. 


|| principle involved in that ‘ proviso” in 1784. B 


man who differs from that is an infidel. 

Mr. FRIES. I wish it to be distinctly under- 
stood by my constituents and the country, if it is 
yroved to be a divine institution, sanctioned by the | 
Word of God, I am an infidel. But gentlemen 
must pardon me if I do not adopt their construction | 
of the Bible on this point. It is directly the reverse | 
of the fundamental teachings and principles of the 
Bible and of Christianity; and it was not intended 
by the framers of the Constitution to make it a | 
permanent institution, but was only tolerated tem- | 
porarily. 


That the father of the republic (Washington) con- 





templated the extinction of slavery is undeniable. || 
That he looked to a speedy emancipation in Vir- 


ginia is proved by his letter to Sir John Sinclair, 
dated at Philadelphia, and to be found in Sparks’s 
Writings of Washington, page 326. In that letter, 
he shows why lands were more valuable in Penn- | 
sylvania than they were in Virginia and Maryland, | 


cause there are laws here (in Pennsylvania) for the 
gradual abolition of slavery which neither of the 
two States (Virginia and Maryland) above men- 
tioned have at present, but which nothing is more 
certain than that they must have, and at a period not | 
remote.’’ 

Sir, neither Washington, nor any other of the 
apostles of liberty, ever dreamt that this institu- 
tion would be set up at this day as sanctioned by 
the divine law. None then believed, as now avow- 
ed, that this institution constitutes one of the ‘‘chief 
corner stones of the republic.’ Sir, such princi- 
ples were not entertained by Jefferson, who, though 
a slaveholder, declared, when speaking of slavery, 


‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 


|| He meant no reflection on his friend from 





Feb. 17, 


Mr. DOUGLASS said he wished to call the Ate 

| tention of the committee to the fact that this da, 
had been specially allotted to the business of th 
Territories, and it was the only time they would 
have to attend to this important business. Hp 
appealed, therefore, to the committee not to Waste 
this Territorial time in this general discussion. 
Ohio; 
ebate, 





but for the purpose of putting a limit to this d 
he moved that the committee rise. 

| The motion prevailing, the committee rose and 
| reported progress. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved the usual resolution to 
| close the debate in half an hour after the commit. 
tee shall again resume its session on the bill estal. 
lishing the Territorial Government of Itasca. The 
resolution was agreed to. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the bill to establish a Territorial 
Government of Itasca. 

Mr. SAWYER said he wished to defend him- 
self from some unjust aspersions which had been 
cast upon him by a man whom he esteemed his 
warm personal friend. He had not supposed that 
that bitter rancor, that maledictive spirit, rankled 
in the bosom of his colleague—a man whom he 
supposed to be his friend, if he had any on earth, 
but who had been treasuring his malignity and 
spleen against him, in a way altogether unexpect- 
ed, as was manifested by him in his remarks to- 


day. 

Why, he charges me with associating with cer- 
tain individuals. It was true, when gentlemen 
came from his State to this city, with whom he 
was well acquainted, and wished an interview with 
him, and extended to him the courtesies of gentle- 
men, he was not going to turn them out of his so- 
ciety, nor had he any disposition to. These very 





that he trembled for the fate of his country, when 1 men are my friends; and one great reason, I have 


he reflected that God was just. 
What were the sentiments of those who passed 
the ordinance of 1787, which looked clearly to 


stitution? Were the men who sustained that great 
measure stigmatized as “‘ Abolitionists?”’ If so, 
they were al] Abolitionists save one, and he, I am 
On the passage 


ed by Mr. Yates, of New York, when it was 
that all voted in the affirmative, save one, 

and he was from a free State. Every southern | 
member voted for that ordinance. Will gentlemen | 
If so, | 
I, too, am one. 
Gentlemen tell us that this Wilmot proviso is a | 
new thing in the legislative history of our Gov- | 
Not so, sir. I shall show that no less | 
a personage than Jefferson was in favor of the | 


} 
referring to the Journal of Congress for 1784, page | 
373, you will find, that whilst they were acting on | 


if you so please to call it: | 
“ That after the year 1800 of the Christian era, 
* vitude in any of the said States, otherwise than in 
‘the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall 
‘have been convicted to have been personally 
*” Strange Abolitionism this! But I leave | 
it with the gentlemen of the South to make the 
best of it. 
I shall now close by saying, that part of the re- 
if constrained to make, I | 
should gladly have omitted, had I not deemed 
such a course unjust to myself. To be brought in 
collision with a political friend and colleague, for 
whom I never had, nor have | now any other than 
the kindest personal feelings, is painful indeed. 
To err is human. To differ in opinion is so com- 





their motives are known to be wrong. I have 
acted on this principle,and shall continue so to do. 


| I shall make no attacks on men for their opinions; | 


and, sir, I shall permit no man to arraign me with- | 





To the right I shall always submit; to the wrong, 
never.* | 


* The restrictions of the “hour rale” prevented me from | 
saying on the floor so much of the foregoing as relates tothe 
past and preser t position of Mr. Sawyer to the Presiden’ 
and also what refers to the early history of the extension 





| 


banks out of the one hundred and fifty I had the 


mon, that none should be arraigned for it, unless the manliness to-day to deliver himself of that se- 


no doubt, why I have been visited by more of them 


|| than my colleague, is, because I am better acquaint- 


| ed in the State of Ohio. Having been in political 
| life ever since I was eligible to public office, I have 
‘| become acquainted with almost every Democrat in 
'| that State; and when they come to Washington, it 
| is not unreasonable that they should call upon me 
| and seek my aid in attending to their business, 
The gentleman may be jealous in this particular. 
Mr. FRIES. I hope my friend will not suspect 
| 


me of = jealous for not being associated with 
that kind of company. 

Mr. SAWYER. **That kind of company!” He 
has designated two individuals—Messrs. 
and Haswell—and two alone. I know nothing 

| against their private character. Mr. Haswell has 
been the editor of the Democratic ‘‘organ’’ of Ohio, 
and advocated the hard-money doctrine. 

Mr. FRIES. He was not the editor of a Dem- 
ocratic “o 


| Te 
Mr. SAWYER. I may have been mistaken; 
| 


rinker 


but Mr. Haswell was the editor of what was called 
the Democratic organ in Ohio. I don’t know any- 
thing about the peculiar soundness of their Democ- 
racy. But I am charged with associatin 
such men! and from that it is inferred that I ama 
soft. [A laugh.] Now, I am willing to measure 
my public life with that of the gentleman, or any 
other man, as Me aig this question of hard and 
soft. During the five years I was in the Ohio Le- 
gislature, | had the opportunity of voting for the 
charter of some one hundred and fifty State banks. 
| [ was in the Legislature when the United States 


with 


Bank went down; I voted for every measure to put 
it down; and I never in my life voted for but two 
opportunity of voting for. Upon every occasion 
when the question was made, it is proverbially 
known throughout Ohio that I have been an un- 
compromising hard-money Locofoco, [Laughter.] 
If the gentleman’s associations have fostered in his 
heart a different opinion, I rejoice that he has had 


cret fire, which, it cannot but be obvious to every 
gentleman who heard him, was raging in his heart 
towards me. He has taken the opportunity on 
this occasion to charge me with being a soft, and 
he intimates I was connected with the ‘ West 
Union” resolutions. In this he is entirely mista- 
ken: I took the other side. And if the gentleman 
would refer to Mr. Medary, the editor of the “Ohio 
Statesman,”’ he would find that I wrote two com- 
munications, at least, taking the side against the 
“West Union meeting.” 

The district I represent is proverbial for its hard- 
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money doctrines; and they have selected me, once | 
and again, as their Representative on this floor, as | 
an uncompromising hard-money Democrat. I have | 
heen @ voter twenty-two years. I never gave a 
Federal vote in my life, and I never missed an elec- || 
ion. For the last fourteen years, I have been an || 
aitendant on every Democratic State convention | 
which has ever been held in my State, except the || 
jast one, and then I was here. My colleague comes || 
up now, and charges me with being a soft. [Laugh- || 
ter.] Has he ever shown his hand upon the sub- | 
‘ect? have. A charge of that kind comes with | 
‘a bad grace from him. ee | 
But my colleague [Mr. Fries] disclaims having || 
any alliance with the Abolitionists. My friend | 
| 





across the way—for I so call him, and so consider 

him personally, and I never have been ashamed to 

avow it since | became acquainted with the man— | 
| mean Mr. Gippin@s; to my friend, 1 say, I have || 
to express my sorrow, that notwithstanding he has | 
buffeted all the opposition the party I belong to and | 
the Whig party have arrayed against him for his | 
peculiar principles, and thereby gained some noto- | 
riety, there are gentlemen now coming up and en- 
deavoring to steal itfrom him. He is a professed | 
Abolitionist. Well, he hasa rightto be. He takes || 
bold ground, and maintains it without shadow of | 
turning. IL respect him for it. But let me tell that | 
gentleman, after being expelled from this House || 
for his honest views, fearlessly maintained and || 
declared, he is now thrown far in the shade, and || 
eclipsed here—by whom? Why, by men claim- |) 
ing to be hard-money, exclusive Democrats! You || 
[addressing Mr. Gippines] are thrown far in the || 
shade, and these gentlemen are taking up the vic- | 
tory you have won by your blood, as it were, [a | 
laugh,] and robbing you of your laurels. Sir, you 
stand second-best. {Renewed laughter.] My hon- | 
orable colleague [Mr. Fries] claims to be a hard- | 
money Democrat—an exclusive Democrat; but I | 
am charged by him—a gentleman for whom I have 
had the highest respect—with being a soft, [a laugh. 

I can’t, sir, esteem him now, [a laugh,] unless an 
explanation [renewed merriment] be made, to sat- | 
isfy me that he has not become my enemy, as his || 
speech shows. 

Mr. FRIES. Do you want an explanation | 
now? 

Mr. 8. assenting— 

Mr. F. said, his colleague was entirely mis- 
taken in supposing he (Mr. F.) had charged him | 
with being a soft; but he remarked, judging the | 
gentleman by the company he keeps, and Delng | 
found himself almost continually a picked associ- 
ate with men who are known throughout Ohio as 
softs and disorganizers, he took it for granted that | 
he must have some feelings of sympathy in a gen- | 
eral way with them. 

Mr. SAWYER, Ihave. Personally they are | 
my friends, and as good Democrats as the gentle- | 
man or myself. 

Mr. FRIES. I deny that. 

Mr. SAWYER. They differ upon some ques- 
tions with me, but when the great contest comes | 
up, they are found right. i] 





1 associate with them— | 
and | here remark, I am proud of it—as I do with 
adecent Whig ora decent Abolitionist. [Laughter.]} 
Personally I respect them. 

But | am charged again with talking about || 
“white slaves;’’ that I have placed upon the same 
platform the mechanics of the East and of my own 
State with the black slave. Sir, if I were tosay it, 








|| of t 


|| derstood, 
| lieved the only practicable way of getting rid of the | 


gent 


E CONGRESSIONAL 


or believe I said. Such a charge, sir, will be en- || 


urely harmless. 
Mr. FRIES (Mr. S. yielding) said, he claimed, 
too, to be a mechanic; so that the gentleman in 


that respect stood precisely on the same ground | 


with himself 

Mr. SAWYER. I shall write out my remarks 
the other day, and put them, may-be, as | delivered 
them [a laugh]; in if I take the liberty of making 
some alterations, [renewed lenght 
according to custom: I shall plead the general 
practice of the country. 

But Mr. 8. had one remark to make concerning 
his position on the subject of slavery. He refer- 


red to the propositions of amendment offered by || 


Mr. Doverass and Mr. Granam to the three mil- 
lion bill, recognising and extending the Missouri 
compromise over territory to be acquired; and to 
his votes in favor of them. He was one of those 


(he said) who believed in the power and capacity || 
of the people to govern in these matters as they see || 


proper. We say in these propositions, by way of 
compromise, that slavery may be excluded north 
ae line; but south of it, it shall exist if the 
inhabitants of the territory shall demand and de- 
sire it; and if they shall not, it shall not go there. 
Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to inquire 
whether the white people were to decide the ques- 
tion? or, were the slaves to have a voice in it? 
Mr. SAWYER. No; never in this country will | 
I consent. that the negro shall have a voice in | 
elections, in the legislative halls, or on the judicial | 
bench, nor shall he be educated in the school- 
house with my children. 


} 


Mr. GIDDINGS wanted to inquire of his col- || 


league whether he made the color of the skin or 
to be governed in deciding upon his worth? 


question in a very insidious way. [A laugh.] But 
he would answer his colleague’s question by ask- | 
ing him another: Was the gentleman willing to take | 
into his family, as the intimate associate of his | 
wife and children, and himself, a black man or a | 
black woman? Or was he willing to suffer a son | 
of his to connect himself in the holy bonds of mat- | 
rimony [a laugh] with a negro wench? [Renewed | 
laughter. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman give way | 
for an answer? 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire a categorical answer. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to say, for | 


himself he looked to the virtue and intelligence of | 
a man, and he would rather have Alexander Du- 
mas as his associate, black as he is, than some 
men on this floor. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, “ every man | 
to his taste.’? I choose to tastenot. (Great laugh- | 
ter.] 


On this subject of slavery (continued Mr. 8.) he 


presumed his sentiments were perfectly well un- | 


He was a colonizationist, and he be- | 


slave was by colonizing them into a country by | 

themselves. He was willing they should enjoy all | 

the freedom he enjoyed, but he wanted them to | 

enjoy it by themselves, and not among us. 
e 


ish slavery and invite the negroes to mix up with | 

us— 
A voice: ‘And cross the breed.’’] 
es, (continued Mr. 8.,) and cross the breed, 


Ihave high authority for it. The very papers the || he may take his choice; for myself I enter my | 
gentleman supports, and I support, in the State of || solemn protest [a laugh] against it. 


Ohio, have been for many years proclaiming the 
dreadful degradation visited 

those persons who work in the factories in the 
East. Does the gentleman deny it? Pick up a 


Mr. Chairman, I have had some considerable of | 


upon the heads of || a breeze to-day all around; but | regret, exceeding- 


ly regret, the latter; because I supposed I was | 
rooming with an associate, with a friend—a man 


Democratic paper published in any section of this || that I had no seerets but I would be willing to con- | 


Union six or eight years since, and you will see 
portrayed that most dire slavery—worse than that || 
of black slaves. But L did not mean to class the | 
mechanics with the slaves of the South: the idea 
which the gentleman seeks to impute to me. Sir, 
why should I do such a thing? Was I raised in 
adoctor’s shop? No: I served a regular appren- 
Uceship of six years to this mechanical business: 
! followed it fifteen years afterwards. I follow a 
laborious business every day Iam at home. My 
business, my interests, and everything I hold dear 
and sacred on earth, are associated with the me- 
chanics; and it will not do for my colleague or any 
other man to get up and attempt by a kind of side- 
wipe to make me say a thing no man can suspect | 


fide to; in whose keeping I believed my honor and | 
my integrity, political and otherwise, were safe. | 
I regret, deeply regret, to be informed I was hug- | 
ing to my bosom a viper who would sting me if | 
= had me in his power. I fear such has been the | 
case. 
Mr. FRIES, (Mr. S. yielding.) I believe I an- | 
nounced in my remarks very decidedly, that I had 
no personal feeling against my colleague trom the 
northweg district. I think no one who knows our | 
relations will suspect me of anlage any unkind. 
feelings towards him. Certainly if | was not then: 
understood, I wish now to be understood: I have 


it will be || 


1| 


If the | 
man chooses abolition, if he chooses to abol- || 





acts called in question, my motives called in ques- 
tion, [ thought I had a perfect right, without stop- 
ping to consult at all, (as the gentleman did not 
| stop to consult me,) to meet this matter as I did. 
Mr. SAWYER replied, that when he obtained 
the floor the other day, he had no idea of saying 
anything upon the subject. His colleague, more- 
over was not in the House, and he thought he was 
| sufficiently guarded not to hurt his feelings, or the 
feelings of any other gentleman, And in private 
conversation with the gentleman since, and with 
| one or two other gentlemen, he had disclaimed the 
| language put into his mouth in the report, or hav- 
| ing any unkind feelings towards them; and had 
| told them he had said several things which were 
| not there. After this explanation, for the gentle- 
man to get up and attack him in the way he had, 


|| Was unexpected, and seemed designed to injure 


| him, or wound his feelings. 

_ Mr. FRIES inquired, if the gentleman was wil- 
ling that the people in this territory should deter- 
mine whether slavery should exist or not therein, 
as he had said he was, what became of his »rop- 
| osition to extend the compromise line of 36° 30’ 
over that territory ? 
| Mr. SAWYER replied, that the South, he un- 
| derstood, were willing, by way of compromise, to 


|| agree that slavery might be prohibited north of 


that line, as was done in the case of the Missouri 

| compromise, leaving the people to decide for them- 

| selves south of that line, And yet when this fair 

ae was offered here, it was voted down 
with contempt. 

The time allotted to debate here expired. 

The vote on Mr. M. L. Martin’s amendment 


|| was about being taken; when 
the intelligence of a man the rule by which he was | 


|; ment proposed by Mr. Martin to substitute the 
Mr. SAWYER replied that that was asking a | 


| 
| Mr. WINTHROP rose and said, if the amend- 


name of ** Minnesota’’ for * Itasca’? did not pre- 
| vail, he would move to substitute the name of 


|| ** Chippewa”? for * Itasea.”” 


| Mr. JACOB THOMPSON disliked all these 
| Indian names, and proposed to call the new Terri- 
| tory by the name of *‘ Jackson,’’ as a proper trib- 
| ute to that distinguished patriot. 

| Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, would suggest 
| that, if one of the future States of this Union was to 


|| be named after any American citizen, living or 


| dead, he thought it would be decidedly better to 
| call it after the Father of his Country, and call it 
| * Wasninaron.” 

| ‘True, we had a city which bore his beloved and 
| ever-venerated name, but so had we various towns, 
villages, and counties, which bore the name of Jack- 
son. He thought if the name of any of our states- 
man were to be fixed upon a State, the honor ought 
| surely to be reserved for the man whose title would 
ever be ‘*the Father of his Country.” _ 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL expressed his hope 
that the suggestion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts would be adopted, and that the name of 
Chippewa would be fixed upon. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
| Ttasea,”’ and inserting ‘* Minnesota.’’ 

Mr. THOMPSON contended that it ought first 
to be put on his motion for “ Jackson,’’ as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

But the CHAIR ruled it out of order, because 
| it did not amend the amendment, but destroved it 
entirely. The names must be voted on separately, 
and in the order in which they had been moved. 
| If Minnesota was rejected, then the gentleman’s 
motion would be in order. 

The question being put on ** Minnesota,”’ it waa 
agreed to without a count. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House as amended. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved to amend the bill so 
' as to limit the sessions of the islature of the 
| Territory of Minnesota to “ forty days” instead of 
| “sixty days.” Agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved the previous question. 
And under its operation the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time: was engross- 
ed, read a third time, and passed. 
Mr. WINTHROP moved to amend the title by 
| substituting the name of ** Chippewa.” for ** Min- 
nesota.”’ } 
The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order, 

as the -bill had been . 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had ‘listened atten- 
tively for the question on agreeing to the title, but 


| 








no personal feelings towards my te but || did not hear the Chair propound it. Mr. W. said 
y 


having been, as I conceive, arraigned b 


im, my || he would-not press his amend 


ment. 
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Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice that on to-mor- sea within the last three months on board vessels 


row (Thursday) he would move to take up the bill 
supplemental to the bill for the collection, transfer, 
safe-keeping, and disbursement of the public re- 
venue. , 

Mr. WOODWORTH gave notice of a bill; and 
then 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 18, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterdaywas read and approved. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of War, 


transmitting a communication from the Adjutant | 


General of the Army, with a report of the offiter 
in charge of Indian affairs in Florida, dated the 
30th ulumo, respecting the practicability and best 
means of effecting the removal of the Seminole In- 
dians from Florida west of the Mississippi; which 
was referred vo the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS presented two petitions of masters 
of vessels and others, citizens of Boston and of 
Barnstable, Massachusetts, praying the erection 
of a light at the harbor of Hyannis, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of 
Monroe county, New York, praying that the Ton- 


awanda band of Indians may be exempted from | 
the operation of the treaty of 1842, between the | 


United States and the Seneca nation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. CHALMERS submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to pro- 
cure, for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies of the 


authentic copy of the Constitution, with an analyt- | 
ical index and compilation of other public docu- | 


ments recently printed, and placed in the hands of 
the members, provided the price shall not exceed 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per copy. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- | 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That ten thousand additional copies of | 
the authentic copy of the Constitution, with an | 


analytical index, &c., be procured for the use of 
the Senate, provided they will be furnished at a 
deduction of twenty per cent. on the price above 
stated, 

Mr. YULEE (by unanimous consent) intro- 
duced a bill entitled ‘‘ An act in addition to an act 
to establish a court at Key West, in the State of 
Florida.”’ 


The bill having been mad a first and second | 


times by unanimous consent, 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the immediate consideration of said bill, as 
in Committee of the Whole; and no amendment 
having been offered, it was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was, by unanimous consent, read a third time 
and passed, 

CARRYING OF EMIGRANT PASSENGERS. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom had been referred the bill from the House 
to regulate the carriage of passengers in merchant 
vessels, reported the same with amendments. 

Mr, DIX moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. He stated that the amend- 
ments which the committee proposed could be ex- 
plained in a few moments, and it was important 
that the bill should pass without delay. 

‘The motion was agreed to, and, the bill being 
under consideration as in Committee of the Whole, 


Mr. DIX rose to give a brief statement of facts. | 


He stated that, under an act passed in 1819, the 
number of passengers allowed in vessels coming 
into the United States was not to exceed two to 
every five tons, according to custom-house meas- 
urement, 


in some respects, it was not sufficient in others to 
prevent evils of the most serious character. These 
evils arose from the fact that vessels bringing pas- 
sengers were so crowded with freight that suffi- 
cient space was not left to them for the preserva- 
tion of their health. Two hundred 


It had been found, on experience, that | 
however advantageous this limitation had proved | 


| 





| 


THE C 


| tinectly to what pro 


| 








coming into New York, and many arrived in such 


a condition that they were immediately taken to || second reading. 


The bill under consideration did not | 


the hospital. 
interfere with the number of passengers, but pro- 
posed to provide a remedy for these evils by re- 
quiring proper space to be given to each passenger. 
The bill, as it came from the House, required that 
each passenger should have a space of ten super- 
ficial square feet. The committee proposed to 
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| clerks in the Patent Office, and for additional foes 
in certain cases; which was read and passed to the 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom had been referred the bili 
confirming the claim of the heirs and legal repre. 

sentatives of Pierre Dufresne to a tract of land, 


|| reported the same without amendment. 


amend the bill by increasing it to fourteen. They | 


also propose to amend the provision in the existing | 


law which stipulates that twe children under four- || 
teen years of age, should be considered as one pas- || 


senger. 


the lieu of fourteen. The committee believed that 


The committee had substituted eight in |! ; c 
8 | the late Uri Emmons, deceased; which was read 


if these provisions were adopted, the evils now | 


resulting from the restriction of passengers to very 


narrow limits between decks, crowded with freight, | 


would be in a great degree obviated. 
only add that the amendments, which had been 
agreed on, had been the subject of careful exami- 
nation in committee, and were framed in accord- 
ance with the views of the Mayor, and one of the 


Aldermen of New York, representing the Com- | 
mon Council, and on consultation with an expe- | 


He weuld | 


rienced commander of one of the packets, who was | 


in possession of the views of some of the principal | 


shipowners. 


Mr. DICKINSON said he could have desired a | 


little more time for consideration, and for an op- 
portunity to examine the bill. He had hoped that 
some provision would have been made requiring a 
physician to be on board. The extent of sick- 
ness, caused by the crowding together in a narrow 
space, was so great, and so many passengers had 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat. 
ents, reported a bill for the relief of Oliver C. Harris. 
which was read and passed to the second reading, ’ 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 


and passed to the second reading. 


_ Mr. BENTON said that he desired to call the 
_ attention of the Senate to a bill which was very 
important to the service; he meant the bill autho- 
| rizing the appointment of general officers, and for 
other purposes. This bill was necessary to give 
organization to the new regiments. He hoped the 
| Senate would take it up, and make some progress 
in it. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON stated that the naval ap- 
propriation bill was before the Senate, and that 
also was a public bill, and onc of the appropriation 
bills. He hoped the Senator from Missouri would 
postpone his motion until to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON said he was willing to yield to 
an appropriation bill. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the prior 
, orders were suspended, and the Senate resumed 


died during the last season, and been thrown over || - oat ne as in committee of the whole, 
during the passage, that he could not but think || Of M€ Dill making appropriations for the naval ser- 


that the services of a physician ought to be provi- 
ded. 

Mr. DAVIS said the evil was caused by taking 
in the cargo first, and leaving no accommodation 
for passengers. Such was not the intention of the 
original law, which eke for two passengers 
for every five tons. T 
room allowed to in the existing law, and thus to 
carry out its supposed design. ‘The way the thing 
is done is this. ‘There are agents on the other side 
of the water who bargain with emigrants for their 
passage. ‘These agents go to a captain, and ask 
him how much room he has? The captain replies 
**] shall have so much.’’ ‘* What shall I give 
you for it?” asks the agent. ‘I shall charge you 
so much,” says the captain. The bargain is made, 
and thus the emigrants are crowded in almost to 
suffocation, to enhance the profit of the agent. 
There were not less than two hundred and six- 
teen deaths, in consequence of this inhuman prac- 
tice, last season. 


Mr. CALHOUN said he was in favor of the 


| 
| 
| 





his bill was to enlarge the | 


| 





| 


vice of the United States for the year ending 30th 

| June, 1848. 

The amendment which was pending yesterday, 
authorizing the appointment of a ‘* Pyrotechnist,”’ 

| with the rank and pay of a lieutenant command- 

| ing, was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved several amendments, 

| the purport of which was not heard in the gallery, 

which were agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved to amend the bill by 
adding a section giving the Secretary of the Nav 
authority to settle the accounts of Commodore F. 
| A. Parker, for expenses incurred in conveying our 
commissioner to China. 
| Mr. FAIRFIELD said the amendment called 
| for no appropriation. It was merely an authority 


| 
} 





| to the clerks of the treasury to settle the Commo- 


| 


dore’s accounts for money expended in the Chi- 
| nese mission. 

| Mr. HUNTINGTON. From what fund had 
| the amount been paid? 


Mr. FAIRFIELD. It had been paid by the 


object of the amendment. A few days since he 1 purser, and the amendment was introduced to re- 


had presented a petition from the [rish Emigrant 
Society of New York. He was not sure that the 
amendments proposed by the committee met all 
the views of the petitioners. He would therefore 
ask the Secretary to read the petitionto which he 
referred. 

The petition of the Irish Emigrant Society hav- 
ing been read, 

Mr. DIX said that it did not appear very dis- 
sed alteration in the law the 
petition alluded. The committee had considered 
the suggestions of the society with an earnest de- 
sire to conform to the views of all concerned. The 
bill secured space; it secured space unencumbered 
with freight. It regulated the space between the 
berths and the decks, so as to give air and room; 


‘and these the committee understood to be leading 


objects with the society. As to the other sugges- 
tions of the society, to require vessels with over 
fifily passengers to carry a physician, the commit- 
tee had considered it, but without coming to the 
conclusion to introduce such a provision by way 
of amendment to the bill of the House. They 
hoped that, if the new regulations were faithfully 
carried out, the increased space, ventilation and 
comfort, might afford a correction to the evils 
which the bill was designed to remedy. 

No further amendment being offered, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to a third 
reading, and was, by unanimous consent, read a 
third ume and passed. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on Patents, 





died at || reported a bill to provide for additional examining | 


| 


imburse him. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected to the amend- 
| ment, on the Ground that it would be improper to 
attach a private claim to an appropriation bill. 

The amendment was then negatived. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved to amend the bill by 
adding a section the object of which was to sepa- 
rate the staff of the marine corps from the line. 
| Mr. F. suggested, that as this change was re- 

commended by the Secretary of the Navy, he hoped 
the amendment would be agreed to. 

Mr. WESTCOTT made a point of order: Could 
a general law be changed by a clause in an appro- 
priation bill? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said the amendment was 
in order; but he hoped it would not be entertained. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said it was well known that 
the staff of the marine corps, since 1834, had been 
| required to the duty of the line. The same prac- 
| tice had once prevailed in the army, until a separa- 
tion, the advantage of which was evident, had been 
made, six or seven years ago. He had no doubt 
| a similar advantage would follow in this case. 
| 





He a the letter of the Secretary of the Navy to 

be read. 
| Mr. HUNTINGTON said time was precious; 
_and unless the Senate intended to make this bill 
an omnibus for everything, he hoped the amend- 
ment would be rejected. : 

The amendment was then negatived. 


| Mr. FAIRFIELD moved to amend the bill by. 


adding a section a riating five thousand dol- 
iiss, 0 enable doe Wonreeary of the Navy to test 
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ie invention of Dr. Earle, for the preservation of || where the market of the world is not 


canvass. 


if tested, the process would be adopted. 
“Mr. DICKINSON said, that this invention was 


inclined to think it might be a very valuable inven- 


won. a 
everywhere; and all the world was waiting to see 


what universal Yankeedom would do. The mer- 


chants, he had no doubt, were all disposed to | 
adopt the invention, but they wanted to see what | 


the Secretary of the Navy would do. He would 
have supposed that they who thought it would 


the Government to adopt it. 


Mr. MANGUM expressed his hope that the | 
amendment would be agreed to. The introduction | 
of this invention would, in his opinion, effect a | 
saving to the Government, in eighteen months, of | 
fifty per cent. on the canvass submitted to the pro- | 


8s. 

a ATCHISON asked what was the process? 

Mr. MANGUM said, the canvass was subject- 
ed to a chemical process, and would last three 
times as long as that which had not been submit- 
ted to it. Experience had shown that constant 
exposure to incessant rains had not produced any 
injury to it. 

‘Mr. PEARCE said, the process was a novel 
one, and was kept a secret by the inventor, who 
had taken outa patent. It was not the same pro- 
cess as was applied for the preservation of timber. 
It had the effect of strengthening the canvass, and 
of rendering it more pliant, as well as more dura- 
ble. Respectable shipmasters had tested it, and 
found it good. 


which had not been so prepared. 
as necessary an object as the torpedo and other in- 
ventions which the Government had subjected to 
experiment. At this moment when, on account 
of the war, our vessels are subjected to an unusu- 
al degree of wear and tear, he thought it very im- 
portant that this invention should be tested. 

Mr. ALLEN said this was not an appropriation 
fora perfect invention, but to ascertain whether 
the invention can be made—if the Secretary can 
make the invention. The Constitution provides 
the means by which the inventor of any valuable 
thing may, by taking out a patent, appropriate the 
benefit to himself. It gave ities the monopoly, for 
acertain time, to remunerate him for his labor and 
skill. When any useful discovery has been made, 


when it is clearly ascertained to be a discovery, | 


any inventor, be he whom he may, may apply it 
to the use of the Government, and if the Govern- 
ment sanctions its use, it is bound, in honesty, to 
reward the inventor. But this is not such a case. 
This is not to reward an inventor whose invention 
has been appropriated by Government, but to 
determine if it is an invention; and if it is found to 
be valuable, the Government is to reward the in- 


ventor. He knew there were abundant precedents | 


for this course; that Congress had appropriated 
over and over to have supposed inventions tested 
by experiments. Where they have proved success- 
ful, Government is the inventor rather than the indi- 
vidual. He knew there were precedents. And what 
mode or manner or form of legislation could not find 
a precedent in the hasty, ill-digested, inconsiderate 
legislation of Congress? The passage of acts with- 
out any deliberation of the body, may be found to 
supply precedents for almost anything. So far as 
concerned his course, individually, he would make 
the unqualified declaration, that one, two, or three 
acts of Congress would not be with him sufficient 
authority for voting in conformity with them. 
Legislative precedents were the most unsafe rule of 
any that could be found for the action of Govern- 
ment on public affairs, 
while the sentinel was asleep on the watchtower, 
had —a a statute book and become a prece- 
dent. as it expected that we should bring into 
the treasury every person, of an ingenious popula- 
tion, who may think he has invented something? 
Were we to be called on to test the fifty forms of 
ploughshares, and all the countless objects of inge- 
nutty, if not utility, which our countrymen have 
supplied ? 

No good reason could be found for asking this 
appropriation of the Government, except in cases 
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open for the 


|| invention, because it applies only to purposes which 


Mr, FAIRFIELD said, the testimonials in this | 


|| are exclusively useful to Government. 
case were Very numerous,and he was satisfied that, | 


He would 
say, for instance, cannon, for which there could be 
no use among the body of the people, and, conse- 


a / ‘| quently, no market—no market to which the in- 
nefore the Naval Committee last session, and he felt | 


ventor could look: he could only come to Govern- 


' || ment, as there would be no hope of reward any- 
It had been thought well of by merchants | 


where else. In this case it is otherwise. 


Mer- 


| chants employ a thousand acres of canvass where 


Government employs one. Besides, we are in- 


| creasing our steamers, in which the use of canvass 


} 


| 
j 


is nearly dispensed with, using only the smaller 
kind, nless in cases where there ts no use for 


sed ; || an invention in the community, Government can 
»romote their interest, would not have waited for | 
t 


be under no obligation, except to pay for it when it 
may appropriate it to its use. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD stated that this invention was 
not confined in its benefits to a state of war, but 
equally useful was it in time of peace. If canvass is 
not prepared in this way, it is known that it soon 
rots from constant exposure to rains and storms. | 
The inventor of this process prepared it so as to 
preserve it from mildew and rot. The merchants 
have tried it, and found that it will last four or 
five times longer than that which is not prepared. 


|| These facts are attested, not only by merchants, 


| but also by officers of our navy. 


It was thought 


|| best, however, that before its adoption by the Gov- | 


In one instance, the canvass thus || 
prepared had been used for seven voyages; and it | 
would certainly last at least twice as long as that | 
It was surely | 








Many an absurd project | 
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ernment, it should be tested under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Navy. This small appropria- | 
tion is to enable him to supply two sails, perhaps, 

to each of twenty vessels, for the purpose of ob- 

taining a test. It was a very small matter, out of | 
which the Senator from Ohio had made a great | 
business. 

Mr. CASS made a few remarks on the immense 
amount which had been paid by Government for 
experiments, and was understood to say that he 
thought it best to let inventions be tested by the 
people. 

Mr. BENTON said a few words which were 
inaudible, except so far as he was understood to 
refer to the danger frequently incurred in experi- 
ments. If we undertake to encourage the race of 
projectors, we shall soon be overrun by them. 

The amendment was then agreed to—ayes 25. 
On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, an amendment 
was agreed to, increasing the appropriation re- | 
quired by the abolition of the spirit ration. 

Mr. MILLER offered an amendment, directing 
the payment of $1,250 to Dr. Thomas P. Jones, | 
for his services in testing steam boilers; which was 


pending, when, 
On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the bill was passed 
by informally. 


THE THREE MILLION BILL. 


The Senate, as in committee of the whole, re- || 
sumed the consideration of the bill making an 
appropriation of three millions of dollars, for the | 
purpose of bringing the war with Mexico to a |) 
conclusion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of South Carolina, who was en- | 
titled to the floor from yesterday, rose and said, 
he approached this subject with an embarrassment 
he had in vain attempted to throw off; but he || 
would endeavor to redeem the pledge he made yes- || 
terday by confining his remarks within as short a || 
limit as possible; for upon reflection, he was much || 
more disposed to listen to the remarks of others | 
than to undertake to offer any suggestions of his | 
own. This war (he continued) has brought up 
subjects to the consideration of this body which, 
viewed in whatever aspect, are attended and sur- 
rounded with gloomy and perplexing difficulties. 
My own mind has not been relieved by anything | 
which has yet been proposed; and when I say that || 
it has not been relieved, I am sure it would be | 
vanity in me to suppose that I could myself offer | 
any remarks or suggestions to relieve the difficul- | 
ties of others. | 

; 
| 


} 

i 

| 
| 


Until I determined to make a few remarks on | 
the subject, I confess that I had not fully realized 
the magnitude of the subject in all its bearings. || 
We are in the midst of a war. It has its horrors, || 
its calamities, and its hazards. They are insepa- || 
rable from all war, and I do not know that they || 
are more revolting than those which accompany | 
all wars. But when I turn to another view of this 
subject, I am still more appalled. I wish that I 
could look to peace for any relief. We have the 
war; and at this very moment, whilst our friends 
and kindred are either engaged in the perils of the 





| 





| my duty, and I will sa 


|| selves. 


“1 


battle, or are proceeding thither amid all the perils 
of a dangerous coast and tempestuous ocean, In- 
stead of finding any relief from any suggestions 
made here for a speedy, honorable, and safe peace, 
I find no other prospect presented to me. Por if 
some of the demonstrations which have been made 
—and they come in an imposing form from impo- 
sing sources—are to be carried out, peace will 
bring with it still gloomier circumstances; and there 
will be more abiding perils in the peace itself than 
there were dangers in the war, viewed in any form 
in which you may choose to regard them. It is 
an occasion, sir, which cals for union, justice, and 
wisdom. It calls for the spirit of compromise on 
the common altar of our country. And yet, at this 
very time, when all these influences united might 
save the country, what do we find? Discord 
mingling in our councils, with her profane torch 








| raised, and shricking aloud that she is ready to 


burn down the temple of our liberties, unless the 
terms of peace prescribed by sectional fanaticism 
and sectional ambition shall be conceded. 

In these circumstances, whether | look to war or 
to peace, it is scarcely with hope. However, ina 


| republic like this, amid the agitations of a free, 


active, and progressive public opinion, we mustex- 
pect some of the hazards to accompany the glories 
of our institutions. We must meet them as far and 
as well as we can. As intend to rely for the pro- 
tection of the section of the country which I have 
the honor in part to represent, upon the guaranties 


| of the Constitution, I will endeavor, as far as it is 


practicable, to avoid any sectional appeals in any 
form whatever. I came here, I may say, without 
disguise, not as a partisan on this subject. I have 
no griefs to avenge—no favors to ask—no aspira- 
tions beyond the performance of my duty. And 


|| certainly if it should be supposed that | came here 


with any premeditated aversion to this Adminis- 


| tration, or especially to the President of the United 


States, there would be then a great mistake. I 
will endeavor to go through in the performance of 
in the beginning, as far 
as I know myself, I will do the President and his 
Administration justice; and when this war is, as 
it has been, denounced as lawless in its origin, un- 
just in its objects, and mischievous in its conse- 


ener, I must say this much for the President, 
t 


at as far as its origin is concerned, he is in some 
measures to be held responsible; but as far as its 


|| consequences are concerned, | do not see, Mr. 


President, why the odium or the responsibility 
should be thrown upon him. I cannot undertake 
to say what may have been the immediate cause 
of the origin of this war, but I know one thing: it 
has been recognised and sanctioned, or, if you 
choose, declared, in a most solemn manner by this 


legislature; and if the legislature of the Union has 


adopted the war, it does seem to me that it is 


|| nothing but fair that it should share in all the re- 


sponsibility incident to it. I do not profess or 
pretend to make any remarks on the origin of this 
war. It is not my purpose to do so; because I 
think it a good maxim, full of wisdom— 


“ Beware of entrance to a quarrel; but, being in, 
Bear it that the opposer may beware of thee.”’ 


Or again— 


‘ Give thy thoughts no tongue, 
Nor any unproportion’d thought its act.’? 

Now we are in the war, | can see no purpose in 
advertising an enemy what shall be our utmost de- 
termination in refation to it. I think it impolitic, 
unwise, and as far, therefore, as we can indicate 
our utmost purpose, it ought to be kept to our- 
I think that the President thus far is enti- 
tled to the indulgent consideration of this body. 
He was placed in difficult circumstances. He was 
called on to occupy the territory of Texas, That 
territory had been ceded under peculiar cireum- 
stances. The boundaries were not defined, but it 
was received, with instructions obligatory on the 
President to take ion of it; and, as the rep- 
resentative of the nation, he had to run all the 
hazards of a collision with an enemy—I would not 
say then an enemy—but with a Government that 
had disputed not only the right of the republic on 
which we claimed our title, but disputed our right 
to any portion of that territory whatsoever: How, 
then, was the President to proceed? I will en- 
deavor to do him justice—so as not to provoke a 
jealous, distrustful, and suspicious people. They 
were claiming all, and in the midst of the distrac- 


| tion of faction had no responsible Government to 


i take cognizance of this matter. Weil, no matier 
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4 { 
: what had been the position assumed by the Presi- || such a peace as the hearts of her people could not || with those who would regard me as an inferior 
4 dent, it would have been disputed. But when the || willingly observe. } any point of view. I ask for existence for .. -“ 
i cession was made by this republic of Texas—and it But there is the other alternative, and I take that || other purpose but the enjoyment of this a PR 
. H was the most extraordinary thing perhaps in the | of my honorable friend from Maryland. Suppose || feeling of equality. Having excited it Nata = 
I history of nations to find one republic making a | a peace were presented to Mexico directly, in such || been taught to prize it, is it to be supposed that} 291 
; : grant of the whole of its domain to another— || terms as these: ‘* We are engaged in war. You || am to forfeit it in this way? —= 
wie" when that cession was made, perhaps the Presi- | owe our citizens money. They have just claims |} Well, that is what is proposed. So far as re 
one dent, thinking it proper to take possession coéx- | against you. Thus far, you have been unable to || gards this|peace, if we are to have any territory a who 
ee tensive with the limits of the grant, found himself || pay them. Having appealed to the arbitrament of || all—and it presents this singular and very impanie -— 
+! eimburrassed and ultimately involved against his | the sword, we insist upon their adjustment.” Mex- || predicament, we go to war, putting at their disposal valet 
i own design in this collision with another Govern- || ico replies that she has no resources; that exhaust- || fifty or a hundred millions of dollars, which are ro 
Ma | nent. ed by this protracted war, she is unable to respond || expended at last under the authority of this Goy. ‘h v 
im But, as I before said, we are in a war; and now’ to the demand. ‘ Very well!’’ we might reply; || ernment. The bones of our soldiers are bleachin = 
a to examine into its origin is unwise, impolitic,and | ** if you cannot do that, we have this simple prop- || upon the fields of Mexico, or entombed in her soil a 
a I cannot see any good that is to be attained by it. || osition to make: We will not only assume the debts housands perish in this war. Peace is declared, “7 


uate 


i am not disposed to go beyond its declaration, for | due to our own citizens, but more than that, we 












. » « i th and there is no indemnity or compensation, No. liter 
a declaration it is. This Government, in the most || are willing to give, in advance, three millions of || the only remuneration you will have will be soldiers Bat 
rate : solemn manner, put at the disposal of the President dollars, in consideration that you will cede such || coming upon their crutches, asking you for pen- 8 
¢ } ten millions of dollars and fifty thousand — || territory as you can honestly and fairly—in look- || sions for the balance of their lives; and yet I would of t 
; Fs They put the sword in his hand, and demanded | ing at your own policy—spare, without interfering | rather expend all that money, and incur all these ence 
rae. him to use it. Afier this, what are we to do? That with the integrity of your country. Now, sir, It | hazards, and subject myself to all these calamities, ! 
Mia: brings up the plain and practical question which || is a difficult proposition. We are speaking of this || than I would see the fraternity formed under the be 
i” seems to be involved in the bill on your table. | all on one side. We do not know that Mexico is || union of this Federal Constitution broken up. Ihave ed 
(| * What does that bill propose? [| intend to speak || going to consider it; but lam very much inclined | associations with the old thirteen States. I have ; ' 
5 , directly to that before | pass to the other topics of || to think, that if this money had been placed at the || seen and rejoiced in the blessings of our Union, tai 
‘oy greater importance, though, perhaps, not ultimately | disposal of the President last session, we would || [ am admonished on all hands that that Union Fed 
Bis affecting the decision of the question. What, then, | have done more than all our armies have effected. || ought to be preserved. I would give everything ¥ 
ie ‘ is it? It is a measure purporting to be for the pur- || Not by bribery. I do not mean that it should have | to ee it, except liberty itself. But if we are es 
‘Be pose of obtaining aspeedy, honorable, and, | hope, | been used for the prostituting purpose of corrupt- | to have territory, I see no other mode of preserving in| 
‘ j ; a safe peace. Well, so | regard the subject in one | ing generals and magistrates; but simply to tell a || this Union than by giving up everything. When ot 
a aspect. Looking at it only as it concerns our | necessitous people: ** You are exhausted. You || I see the accumulation of resolutions here, making pe 
s i relations with a hostile Government, | would have | have not money to pay your troops. But here, in || the current of public opinion stronger and deeper ia 
‘15 very little difficulty on the subject. It is only in || consideration of some territory that you might || every day, I have very little confidence in any 
‘i | | the other aspect, as respects its bearing on ourown | spare, we are willing to advance to you three mil- || compromise by which the calamity may be sought Pe 
iWin: domestic institutions, that it really becomes most | lions of dollars, and assume all the responsibility || to beaverted. You cannot avert it by compromise, a 
ia i formidable. But if this be a measure for peace, to || you owe our citizens in the adjustment of their || It is beyond you. It will come upon you; and | fra 
ie by i take the alternative presented by my honorable || claims.” I believe, sir, that if you had said that, || hope, when it does come, the Union will be found Ar 
$8 friend from Maryland, {Mr. Jonnson,] | would | it would have had more effect than all the war || stronger than those who are willing, with their 
+s much prefer to ** buy’’—if you choose to use the | measures that you have adopted, and I for one || criminal casuistry, to sport with it under party Es 
" i word—an honorable peace, made voluntarily by || would have much preferred it. A spontaneous | banners. | I think it will prove stronger. In my an 
' 3 the people of Mexico, rather than have any peace | peace, coming from a people, made with their own || Opinion, it is getting stronger every day, so far as tic 
i} extorted from them at the duress of the cannon or | consent, and without coercion, is not only more |) regards the original States. And why? Your in- be 
Bs j the point of the bayonet. Ido not know that it | becoming as regards our national policy; but, in || tercourse is more frequent—more profitable—better th 
4 ; would bea subject of reproach, but it would be an | my opinion, would be founded in wisdom, and || regulated—not only intercourse with those adjacent wi 
sd - event very much to be deplored if our army were | would be much more permanent than any other. || to each other, but what is distance now? What is ac 
“17 to penetrate into the heart of Mexico, and there I know other suggestions have been made; other || the distance between Charleston and New York, 
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undertake to dictate terms to the people, by making 
them pass under the yoke. It would be unfortu- 
nate, so far as regards the peace itself. You might 
have hands to sign it. You might find those who, 
under the dictation of your armies, would, per- 
haps, put their hands to the paper. But what peo- 
ple on earth, pretending to be identified with their 
svil—who had mingled the sweat of their brow 
with the very soil on which they lived—could keep 
such a peace with any other than Punic hearts? It 
would be no peace. It would be a peace only so 
long as the people could not break it with a a 
nity. Iam far, therefore, from desiring suc 
result. 

And another thing I would say on this occa- 
sion: let the young adventurers of this nation— 
active, restless, and enterprising as they are—once 
look upon the fair fields of Mexico, and it will be 
as vain to attempt to restrain them as to restrain 


the young eagles from returning to the carnage of | 


willing and submissive victims. If you ever dic- 
tate such a peace as that, with arms in your hands, 
within the palaces of Mexico, you are sowing the 
seeds of eternal strife vetween the two republics. 
it is impossible, sir, to relieve a people compelled 


to submit to such a peace from the abiding morti- | 
fication, from which they would be continually | 
I desire no such | 


attempting to relieve themselves. 
result. | have always regarded patriotism as being 


somehow mystically associated with the love of || 


soil, as well as the institutions of a people. I have 
always regarded that as one of the most beautiful 
yassages in history, in which Bernadotte, whilst 
fie felt it his duty as a sovereign to oppose Napo- 
leon, and for that purpose exerted all his powers 
in conjunction with others, yet when they ap- 
proached the frontiers of France, he paused and 
refused to invade his native soil! You cannot 
separate that feeling from any people. I would not 
wish, sir, to see any people on earth divested of 
that feeling. Least of all should I desire to see any 
act of a republic like ours tending to eradicate from 
the hearts of any people such a sacred national 
sentiment, 
should regard it as a great misfortune, if it should 


1 al 


do you want 


In this point of view, therefore, I | 
, political and social point of view ? 


counsels may be followed: but I am inclined to be- 
lieve that they are dangerous, and that the conse- 
quences will be found to be, fatal only when it is 
too late to avert them. Yes, I am inclined to think 


that every day this war is protracted, its mischiefs 


will increase. If the peace had been concluded 
only afew months after the brilliant battles on the 
Rio Grande, on the 8th and 9th of May, it might 
have been wellforus. And, indeed,it was supposed 
that when this Government placed at the disposal 
of the President ten millions of dollars and fifty 
thousand men—not a doubt was entertained in my 
part of the country, at least—that we would have 
a speedy and an honorable peace. We have been 
mistaken. We will be still more mistaken, if we 
suppose we can conquer a peace by subjugating a 
people, by invading their sofl, and taking their 
cities! As far, therefore, as that is concerned, I 
would be very much averse toit. I would be wil- 
ling to make this experiment, and I hope it will be 
conceded. But I will be asked, ** What territory 
?”? But for the mischievous sugges- 
tions which have come up in some of your resolu- 
tions there—l say it with all sincerity, and from 


| the bottom of my heart, before God—I would have 


been much better satisfied if the territory had fallen 
on the northern side of the line of 36° 30’. I say 
this much, sir, with no purpose or desire to agi- 
tate that question; but when | am told—and in the 
resolutions of New York told—in the most impo- 
sing language, that this war is waged and must be 


'| prosecuted with a view to the acquisition of terri- 
‘tory, not only to and beyond the degree I have 


mentioned, but any territory; and that, when ac- 


' quired, the people whom I so sme are to par- 


ticipate in none of the fruits of conquest—none of 
the fruits of victory—that all the fruits are to be 


like the apple of discord; why, do you suppose | 


that we can submit to any such arrangement as 
that? Do you suppose that, having excited us, 


under the institutions of this republic, to a belief) 


that we are equal, and that our posterity will be 
equal in all respects, we are told, sir, in the most 
insulting manner, that we are to be degraded in a 
I say it, and I 


| between Detroit, and any part of the west, and New 
| Orleans? Why, it ceases almost by the improve- 

ments of these modern days; and while we are re- 
buked every day by the inducements to cotinuen 
in this Union, it is one of the objects, which it 
seems to me, political—if I should not use exact 
terms, 1 hope I shall be excused—political aspi- 
rants, with criminal indifference to the conse- 
quences, are sporting with every movement. When 
you look to the future, can you not behold the 
| time when the grandchildren of those now living 
| in Massachusetts, with an enterprise characteristic 
| of all the northern States, will be found at the 





|| South, and as you think of such a painful issue as 


the shedding of kindred blood in a contest of this 
| kind, are you not forcibly admonished of the duty 

to consult the spirit of compromise in which this 
Constitution originated, and which pervades that 
instrument throughout? If we could all but wor- 
ship on the altar of justice and good faith, erected 
by our ancestors, I would trust every one of the 
questions which have been brought up here to 
New York, Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts. Yes; 
and let me here relate, by way of illustration, an 
historical fact, before I proceed to the proposition 
which I mean to present. é 

It is known that Vermont came into the Union 

after the formation of the present Federal Consti- 
tution. Now, suppose it had been proposed, and 
| there had been a slaveholding population 
enough to dictate the terms, that no one shoul 
| have enjoyed privileges, franchises of any kind in 
'| Vermont, except upon condition that they should 
|} employ slave labor. It would have been rejected, 
|| repudiated with scorn, because it would have been 
| said to be inconsistent with the spirit and provis- 
|| ions of the constitution under which Vermont was 
to enter into the Union. I speak of it as being 
|| presented to her while a territory. Now, take 
|| another case still more extreme, and let me give & 
| little history of it by way of illustrating the pin 
more distinctly. The territory now comprised in 
the States of Alabama and Mississippi were origi- 
_— part of the territory of Georgia, and by one 








|| of the most stupendous 


| 
| 
| 


rauds, perhaps, Or eae 
become necessary to carry on our offensive opera- | say it here, so far as it regards all the objects of peo - 
tions so far that we could, by humiliation—by mere || life—position, empire, wealth, cor- 


petrated to the dishonor of an entire 
everything—all 
terror of our arms—force and extort from Mexico || would be nothing to me, if I found that t had lived 


very well know 
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